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MONDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1958 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: would like say, Chairman, that 
the Committee very pleased for the opportunity coming 
Redwood City for this meeting. This meeting today called for 
the purpose receiving information concerning the establishment 
State College San Mateo County. This Sub-Committee 
Higher Education Beyond the 12th Grade part the Assembly 
Interim Committee Education. 

Assemblyman Harold Sedgwick, Chairman the Sub- 
Committee. would like introduce the members the Committee 
who are with today. have Assemblyman Carl Britschgi, who 
your own local Assemblyman---we have Richard Hanna 
Westminster, Don Anderson Monterey Park, Lou Cusanovich 
Van Nuys, and also Senator Richard Dolwig and Assemblyman Lou 
Francis San Mateo County. 

are meeting here under the authority the House 
Resolution No. 202. would like read this Resolution 
you order acquaint everyone with its contents. 

House Resolution No. 202 
Relative study the need for additional centers 


higher 
WHEREAS, The Liaison the State Board 


Education and the Regents the University California have 

published report entitled "The Need for Additional Centers 

Public Education California", dated December 17, 1956; and 
WHEREAS, Because the rapid population increase the 


Counties San Mateo, Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz, 
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essential that comprehensive study made the need for 
additional centers public higher education these counties; 
now, therefore, 

Resolved the Assembly the State California, follows: 

That the Liaison Committee the State Board 
Education and the Regents the University California are 
hereby directed restudy the subject matter their report 
affects said counties and report further thereon the 
1959 Regular Session the Legislature. 

That the Department Education the State 
California directed ascertain, study, and analyze all facts 
relating the need for additional centers public higher 
education the Counties San Mateo, Monterey, San Benito, 
and Santa Cruz, and report thereon the Assembly 
before the tenth day the 1959 Session the 

That the Assembly Interim Committee Education, 
addition the other studies required made it, 
hereby directed ascertain, study and analyze all facts 
relating the need for additional centers public higher 
education the Counties San Mateo, Monterey, San Benito, 
and Santa Cruz, and report thereon the 


before the tenth day the 1959 Regular Session the 


Legislature, including its report its recommendations for 


appropriate legislation. 

That the Chief Clerk the Assembly directed 
send copies this resolution the Superintendent Public 
Instruction and the Chairman the Board Regents the 
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University California. 

Resolution read, and adopted unanimously. 

you can see from this Resolution, there are three groups 
who are presently studying the need for State College here 
San Mateo County, well several other counties. expect 
that the coming months will hold hearings that 
representatives Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz counties 
may present information this Sub-Committee. This Sub-Committee 
also charged House Resolution No. 304 study the need for 
State College San Bernardino County. 

Today have representatives with from San Mateo County 
who will present the Committee information they have gathered 
relative the need for State College. Our thanks 
Assemblyman Carl Britschgi, the very this 
County, who has done outstanding job making the arrangements 
here today for this meeting. With also are representatives 
from the State Department Education, the Legislative Budget 
Committee, and the University California, who will give some 
their views the subject the Committee. This hearing 
being recorded that copies the proceedings will 
available those desiring them. you will leave your name 


and address with the committee secretary, Miss Blanche Hansen, 


she will most happy forward you copy the proceedings. 

would now like turn this meeting over Carl Britschgi who 

has few words that would like Assemblyman Britschgi 
ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Chairman, have very full 

agenda, and would like placed the bottom. you 
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the agenda and present our particular facts, why are going 
have long day. think our Mayor the first one the 
agenda. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much, Carl, Now 
will very happy hear from Mayor William Royer Redwood 
City. 

MAYOR ROYER: Thank you very much, Chairman Sedgwick. 
want indicate you that are sincerely pleased have 
you with us, first because have the honor hosting you, and 
then too, because also feel like many these good people 
here, who have been working hard for this particular project, 
that appreciate that the Committee here study the topic 
feel important this particular area. closing, 

would like indicate you that can anything 
make your stay here little more pleasant, would very 
happy you would contact either me, the Chamber Commerce 
office, because would certainly like see that you are taken 
care properly. are very, very happy that you are here 
today, and thank you for coming. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much, Mayor. sure 
will enjoy your hospitality. believe going call 
our good Senator, Senator Dolwig. Would you have few remarks 
that you would like make, Senator? 

SENATOR DOLWIG: Mr. Chairman and members the Committee, 
would like also welcome you San Mateo County. Insofar 


the State College concerned, think might well for 
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the Committee, and the people who are present, know that far 
San Mateo County concerned, there was considerable 
the last session the Legislature. believe San Mateo 

County was the original State College bill. When came over 
the Senate, was taken out and then the Senate, put 

the State College back again, primarily for the purpose 
purchasing land for the college. went one committee, was 
taken out again, went back another committee, was put again, 
and finally the floor the Senate, was taken out the 

end the last session. 

think important that this Committee furnished 
all the necessary information insofar our population growth 
concerned. Certainly 1970, according estimates that have 
been given, are going have population far exceeding 
perhaps 800,000. think with that growth population, have 
the further problem, and that find enough land for State 
College. believe that when you get through with your hearing 
today and have all the facts, think will established 
that for future growth must have another State College; and 
order have the State College, must have enough 

believe the criteria that has been set about thousand 


acres are necessary for State College. With the tremendous 


subdivision growth have now, that amount land may not 
available the near future. fact, our present growth, 
going very difficult find the land this time. 
think that one reason that consideration was given the 


Senate provide enough money least purchase the land 
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the present time, and then would worry about getting the 
necessary funds for the think there are two important 
things that must kept mind consideration State 
College, number one, the future growth, and number two, the 
availability land. sure you are going hear lot 
about that during the rest the day the testimony 
given. Thank you for the opportunity saying few words, 

Mr. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much, Senator. Are 
there any questions anyone would like ask the Senator? Can 
ask one question, Senator? This 800,000 population that you 
quoted, that just for San Mateo County that for... 

SENATOR DOLWIG: No, that just for San Mateo County. 
You are going get more specific figures that. sure 
the San Mateo Development Association will have specific figures 
for the Committee. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you. Now, our next speaker 
Assemblyman Louis Francis. 

ASSEMBLYMAN FRANCIS: Chairman and members the 
Committee. reference House Resolution 202 which 
authored and introduced during the 1957 General Session, and 
which was co-authored Assemblyman Britschgi and few other 
Assemblymen, the main purpose was guarantee true and factual 
three-pronged study for the State College here San Mateo 
County. you know, requires three governmental bodies, the 
State Board Education, the Assembly Interim Committee 
Education, also the Liaison Committee the Regents 
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University California and the State Board Education 
study all the facts and the needs for the establishment 
State College here San Mateo County. further directs that 
these three governmental bodies complete their studies with all 
the facts, statistics and information and file their report with 
the State Assembly within ten days after the 1959 General Session 
convenes January 1959. 

you know, had quite battle have this Resolution 
passed, and would like briefly over the past history. 
January 1957 had introduced 1692, which was co-authored 
Assemblyman Britschgi, for the establishment four-year 
State College San Mateo County, and the parent committee, the 
Assembly Committee Education, very graciously gave "do 
pass" recommendation, and then was referred the Ways and 
Means Committee for the necessary appropriation. Without going 
into all the background, know, 1955, nineteen bills were 
introduced the State Legislature establish State Colleges 
throughout the State California; and the Liaison Committee 
the University California Regents and the members the State 
Board Education were directed make complete and 
comprehensive study the needs higher education the State. 
This report, which came out about March last year, entitled 
Study the Need for Additional Centers Public Higher 
Education which was prepared the Liaison 
Committee had completely omitted San Mateo County from the 
priority list, the thirteen geographical areas which had 


considered for the establishment State Colleges 
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There was certainly question Assemblyman Britschgi's and 
mind, and course many others, that based the true facts, 
statistics and growth, San Mateo County was entitled high 
place this priority list and should given serious 
consideration for future site State College here 
California. There great and justified demand for 
institution higher education above the two-year higher college 
level San Mateo County for our qualified high school graduates. 
After 1692 was introduced January 1957, the community, 
and particularly most the organizations San Mateo County, 
rallied support; and had received over 125 resolutions 


support State College our County from the Board 


Supervisors, City Councils, Chambers Commerce, Parent-Teacher 
Association units, women's clubs, church organizations, business 
assocations, service clubs, and many other public-spirited groups. 
addition this, had received hundreds letters 
personal endorsement from individuals, knowledge, there 
local opposition least for State College here San 
Mateo County; and most our civic people recognize the great 
need for State College here San Mateo County. The studies 
the Liaison Committee recognize that San Mateo County 


includes major portion the San Francisco San Mateo 


peninsula. also noted that the County's population increased 
between 1950 and 1955 rate almost twice that the State 
whole, and that the future growth will equally rapid. 
The report showed that recent estimates high school 

graduates would increase from 2,300 the fiscal year 1955-1956 
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10,100 the fiscal year 1970-1971 which amounts 
increase approximately 339%. spite these findings, 

mentioned, the committee concluded that one more 
State Colleges were established the East Bay Area, the State 
Colleges San Francisco and San Jose should able absorb 
the future needs developing San Mateo County. We, here 
this County, know that this not true, that many our high 
school graduates who are qualified and desire education 
State College cannot gain admission either one these two 
institutions. Furthermore, know that they are already 
overcrowded state, and there shortage classrooms 
both these institutions well teacher personnel. also 
know that have very high rate high school graduates that 
want continue their education and wish enroll State 
Colleges and also other higher institutions learning. 
report also mentioned that were the proximity Stanford 
University, the University San Francisco, and the University 
Santa Clara, and course, sure that most you who 
are experts the education field know that the requirements 
and qualifications these institutions are much different than 
those the State College, and they also are overcrowded; and 
they require other factors which prevent the admission 
perhaps the majority our high school graduates. The facts 
and projections the student enrollment fully justify the 
merits high place for San Mateo County the priority list. 
You will hear number expert witnesses well civic 


leaders from San Mateo County today. They will present these 
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statistics, and certainly hope that you will convinced the 
great need that have for State College San Mateo County. 

would like close thanking you for coming down 
our County and giving this true and factual study, and 
sure that the record that you will compile today will also serve 
good purpose giving some accurate information the State 
Board Education, and the Liaison Committee the University 
California Regents and members the State Board 
Thank you very much, 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you, Assemblyman Francis, for 
your testimony. are very glad that you could here with 
this morning. Now believe our next witness Alfred Plaehn, 
spokesman for the San Mateo County Citizens Committee for the 
Establishment Four-Year College.. 

PLAEHN: Chairman, members the Committee. San 
Mateo County, sure, indebted all you for taking 
your time being with this morning, and personally very 
happy here present this report for the Committee 
statistical form; and particularly happy this view 
the fact that education has been something which has been 
very close for very long time. might enlarge upon 
that for one second mention that started career the 
education field Compton Junior College instructor. 
later spent seven years Vice-Principal high school 
the northern part the State. Our County feels that should 
have four-year State College, and have developed good 


deal statistical material which feel worthy you 
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gentlemen the bringing about that four-year 

First, will into the objectives our report. 
Secondly, will into the population figures San Mateo 
County, both our present population and our projected population. 
These figures have been compiled conservative basis, and 
the general feeling most the committee and the experts 
the field education and population that our figures can very 
possibly low. Third, will into the high school graduates 
and the college enrollment figures, again based the same theory 
present and projected outline the future. Fourth, 
will into the establishment priority for San Mateo County 
for possible State College. From that, will try and 
develop conclusions which feel you gentlemen should take 
back with you and set the machinery establish four-year 
college San Mateo County quickly possible. the 
present time, have son who senior San Jose State 
College, and personally realize the necessity and the 
crowdedness our colleges this particular area. 

Beginning with the objectives our report. 

bring the attention this Sub-Committee 
present and projected statistics that would qualify San Mateo 
County for immediate consideration site for the location 
four-year college. 

point the needs and the requirements the 
graduates our existing and future planned junior colleges, 
for upper division and graduate educational facilities our 


County. 
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present comparative figures which will 
(1) substantially alter the findings made the 1957 
report the Liaison Committee the State 
Board Education and the Regents the University 
California---"A Study the Need for Additional Centers 
Public Higher Education California" and 
through comparison that San Mateo County, 
because its present population and estimated growth, 
justly deserving top priority for the establish- 
ment four-year college every standard used 
the State Department Education measuring 
community need for such institution. 

Our committee represents business and labor leaders our 
entire community. These people are conscious the Business 
Climate our Adequate schools are important factor 
the maintenance Better Business Climate. support our 
schools. have assisted with and insisted proper financing 
our County schools---elementary, high school, and junior 
college bond issues have continually been supported local 
business our responsibility see that our 
young people receive the advantages higher education. 
earnestly solicit your support the establishment four- 
year State College San Mateo County. 

Going into the population San Mateo County, good 
friend, Lou Francis, went into part this population growth. 

All are cognizant the fact that tremendous growth 


happening this immediate area. San Mateo County has enjoyed 
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tremendous growth since 1950, and all the projections indicate 
that this growth will continue over the foreseeable future until 
the end this century. 

The increase population from 235,000 1950 
400,000 1958---this represents increase 70%---has been 
approximately twice the percentage increase the entire State 
California. The County has grown during the last five years 
the rate approximately 20,000 people year---400 people 


With more land being made available for housing and 


industry, expected that the population the County will 
the neighborhood 500,000 1960 and estimated 


approximately 690,000 1970. 

Present and projected population the figure 
gave you 235,000; 1955 345,000; 1958 400,000; 1960 
450,000; 1965 575,000; and 1970 690,000. Again, point out 
that through the projection figures the last years, 
estimates population growth, all estimates child 
enrollment have been low. Whether that will continue 
factor, not know but personally think will; but 
would like the Committee keep mind that all projections 


have been low over period this last fifteen years. 
Slaten Jenner, Chief, State and Community Assistance Division 
the United States Department Commerce, Washington, C., 
and head the special economic study being made the United 
States Corps Engineers the Bay Area, stated recently 


September 30th meeting San Mateo County, and quote 
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expect there nearly three and three quarter 
million people the Bay Area 1960. some time between 
1980 and 1990, that number will have doubled, and 2010, 
will have quadrupled with fourteen million people living the 
nine Bay Area counties. 

"Between now and the year 2010, the central cities 
San Francisco and Oakland will continue grow, but slowly. 
Until about 1970, the most rapid growth the Bay Area will take 
place San Mateo County and Santa Clara County just 
has the recent past. 

"What will the effect this growth pattern the 
distribution population the Bay Area the year 2010? 
means that more than three quarters the population the 
Bay Area will living areas outside the central cities 
where more than 50% lived 1950. means that Santa Clara 
County, with nearly three million, will the most populous 
county, and means that San Francisco with little over 
900,000 people will the least populous. San Mateo County 
will have population least one and half million, and 
may come have two million even more." have many 
people who feel that the second figure better adapted than 
the first. 


The citizens San Mateo County have worked together 
providing well-rounded, balanced community meet the 
economic and social needs our area. Master Plan study 
our County government, strong industrial development 


program, good planning our fifteen incorporated cities, 


v 
: 
4 
q 
a 
q « 


have contributed greatly the building strong community. 
must look the future. must provide for the higher 
educational needs our growing population. Our implemented 
junior college program indicates the interest that have 
improving our over-all educational requirements. The most 
necessary adjunct our future community and education welfare 
the establishment four-year State College. recognize 
our responsibility this matter and for that reason this report 
being presented you gentlemen today. the high school 
graduate and college enrollment presentation, present and 
projected, you will have bear with some statistical 
material. 

Along with the 70% increase population through the 
years 1949 1958, there has been increase 113% our 
high school graduates during the same period. Graduating 
1950 were 1,274 students, 1958 had 2,718 graduates. 

was pointed out Section the estimated 
population for San Mateo County 1970 690,000, increase 
61% from 1958. During this same period, presently 
estimated that have increase 245% students 
graduating from high school from our present figure 2,718 
9,400 students. 

Going into the graduation figures San Mateo County, 
our Superintendent Schools, who has projected many our 
figures understand all the figures has projected 
the past have been low), are noted Appendix Again, 


point out that this report conservative report. For 
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example, 1951 had 1,407 young people graduating from our 
County high schools. 1958 more than doubled that figure 
with 3,100 graduates. Projecting 1965, and will pass over 

many these figures because you gentlemen have the figures--- 

1965, our projection 6,900 graduates. Coming into 1971, 

feel that will have 10,100 high school graduating seniors. 
Now this, the figures that are given above, are from the projected 
enrollment schools 1956 through 1970, and these are 
the figures the California State Department Finance, Budget 
Division, which were set July 1956. 

Graduating from the public schools San Mateo County, 
this latter figure the figure set our County Superin- 
tendent Schools---the graduates from our County 1962, 

Mr. Tormey projects that will have 7,308 high school graduates. 
1965, will have 10,027 high school graduates---by 1970, 
will have 14,875 graduates. The county school department has 
complete data support their thinking that figure, and 
feel that through his office, these figures are probably much 
more adequate than the figures that are set the Budgetary 
Department the Department Finance. Going into the 
projection total fall regular freshmen enrollment 1970, 

for possible State College San Mateo County, this particular 
projection covers all San Mateo County. 1958, San Mateo 
County high school graduates (3,100), the total broken down 
follows, freshmen from San Mateo County 816, (this particular 
figure should great interest the will 


note, the freshmen from San Mateo County enrolling fcur-year 
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institutions, institutions higher learning, which may lead 
four-year institutions, 263.5 students from every thousand 
from San Mateo County enroll freshmen some type higher 
education. Santa Clara County 4,100 students enrolled 

the fall 1958, 299 that group entering college 

freshmen some institution another. very interesting 
figure dealing with the freshmen San Mateo County and the 
freshmen from Santa Clara County, you will note again; and 

will bring that figure back---263.5 per thousand San Mateo 
County, per thousand Santa Clara County. Now mind 

have feeling that there are reasons behind that. think 
that you will back the population the two counties, 
you will see that San Mateo County percentage-wise has much 
greater percentage people who are college graduates and 
college-educated people. The total freshmen both counties 
1,115; freshmen from other areas, 20% the total enrollment 

279. The total freshmen 1,394, the total college 
enrollment 4,879. Dropping down 1965, project our San 
Mateo County high school graduate figure approximately 6,900. 
that 6,900, use the figure 263.5 per thousand and 
arrive 1,818 freshmen students entering 
Clara County 9,500, with 693 freshmen entering colleges. The 
total freshmen from both counties 2,511; freshmen from other 
areas based this 20% figure 628; total regular freshmen 3,139; 
the total college enrollment projection 1965 10,987. 
Dropping down 1970 and skipping the figures between 1965 and 
1970, San Mateo County with the graduation 9,400 students, 
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freshmen from San Mateo again the figure 263.5, should 
have 2,477 college freshmen entering institutions higher 
learning 1970. Santa Clara County should graduate 13,500 
and have 980 college entrance freshmen. The total freshmen 
the two counties 3,463, freshmen from other areas 865, total 
regular freshmen 4,328, total college enrollment 15,148. Now 
the reason for Santa Clara County high school projection going 
along with San Mateo County---we already have these two counties 
with demarkation line. These students presently are moving 
from one County another County. Our attempt point out 
that feel this four-year college, because the number 
our young people going college percentage-wise, should 
located this County. think our figures substantiate that 
fact. 

Going into the next group figures projection 
total fall enrollment), freshmen enrollment 1970 for possible 
State College San Mateo County---the difference between this 
group figures and the group figures that have just given 
this. This group does not include the Jefferson High School 
District the South San Francisco District, and that 
because feel that great many the people out Jefferson 


High School District and South San Francisco High School District 


are going migrate northerly and attend San Francisco State 
College other institutions lying the 1958 
without Jefferson and South San Francisco, have 2,481 
graduating 1958. Again using our figure 263.5 per 


thousand, have 653 freshmen enrolled 1958. Santa Clara 
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County with 4,100 graduates 1958 has 299 students freshmen. 
Total freshmen the two counties 1,115, freshmen from other 
areas again using the 20% figure 279. Our total freshmen 
enrollment 1,231, our total college enrollment less Jefferson 
and South San Francisco 4,309. 1960 those figures will have 
jumped 3,225 graduates San Mateo County less Jefferson and 
South San Francisco, with 850 freshmen; 5,700 graduates from 
Santa Clara, 416 freshmen; 1,549 total freshmen the two 
counties; 387 outside students based our 20% figure; 1,653 
total regular freshmen with total college enrollment 4,786. 
You have the figures; going cut them down and use 
some brevity continuing with this report and particularly 
this chart. The figures less Jefferson and less South San 
Francisco run very definite and are based this same 263.5 
per thousand students, will into the 1970 figure order 
that other interested people who may not have heard the figures 
will have 1970 our County high school graduates, less 
the two schools the north, 6,578;and 1970 anticipate 
this County, and think this figure important, less 
Jefferson and South San Francisco, anticipate total college 
enrollment 12,544. The next figures again comprise 
the County and the second set figures comprise the County 
without Jefferson and without South San Francisco. These 
figures are based grade progression rate, the projection 
the total fall regular enrollment class levels 1970, 
for possible State College San Mateo County. the year 
1958, 1,394 students the complete County based our 
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grade progression rate; 1959 1,556. Coming down 1965, 
3,139 freshmen should enter our County higher educational levels 
one institution another. The total regular enrollment 
that time should approximate 10,127. 1970, 4,328 should 
enroll. Our total figure for 1970 14,875. The figures less 
Jefferson and South San Francisco run very close sequence 
all the way through; and from the upper figure and the lower 
figure these charts, you can again see that 1970 without 
the north end the County, will have dropped down roughly 
700 students freshmen, and will have dropped off 
approximately 2,500 students total enrollment without 
consideration the north part the County. 

The establishment priority for San Mateo 
order that San Mateo County's eligibility for four-year college 
can compared with other areas, respectfully request that the 
following statistics added Study the Need for 
Additional Centers Public Higher Education 
prepared the Liaison Committee the California State Board 
Education and the Regents the University California. 

have the areas study the counties concluded the 
rate freshmen per one thousand, (which have already 
established), 1970 and 1971, estimated percentage total 
freshmen the County, the projected annual full-time 
equivalent regular students. San Mateo County have 
again used this same figure 265; Santa Clara County have 
again used the figure 70; and again that only points out 
that should have total enrollment out this County 
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14,600 students 1970. This addition will place San Mateo County 
under Alameda County eligibility according 1965 
projections and will top all other areas 1970 projections. 
this meeting progresses during the day, you will brought 
date Alameda County. Alameda County the present time 
has greater growth student entrance, but the projection 
that figure our school department will offset the next 
two three years, and San Mateo County will have more students 
entering freshmen and entering greater number per thousand. 
The addition these figures this study conclusively indicates 
that San Mateo County better qualified than most areas the 
State California for consideration the location four- 
year college. Existing facilities San Francisco, Santa Clara, 
and existing and planned facilities Alameda County, will 
taxed beyond all reasonable enrollment projections; and the future 
estimated population growth the San Francisco Bay Area will 
relief the immediate future needs for higher education 
San Mateo County. 

San Mateo County well qualified for consideration 
taking care its immediate junior college needs, passing 
this year six million dollar bond issue which will provide 
with two junior college sites the near future. Sequoia 
High School Redwood City has appointed Citizens Committee 
study junior college needs this district. application 
presently file with the State Department Education for 
its facilities. 


Gentlemen, concluding this report, recognizing the 
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cost factors and the responsibility government providing all 
the necessary services and facilities for all the people for 
the equitable operations our State economy, respectfully 
urge that 

(1) San Mateo County placed its proper position 
priority listing connection with any State College program 
substantiated the figures included this report and other 
reports, graphs and figures which you will receive during the 
course the day, 

(2) The State Department Education exercise all possible 
effort enter into arrangements for the acquisition property 
for four-year State College the very earliest possible 
moment. With the future rapid development the entire County, 


which will seriously limit the selection suitable sites, any 
delay action might prove burdensome and costly for the State. 
Over 100 citizen groups, both private and public agencies, 
and organizations have passed resolutions urging the establishment 
four-year college San Mateo County. 
urge that this Committee, recognizing our vital need, 
will assist providing these necessary facilities for the 


higher education the young people this immediate area. 


During the course the balance the day, many more 


figures will forthcoming. You gentlemen may have many 
questions ask, and the necessary people with the 
equipment are here answer them. Personally, would like 
say that all San Mateo County would extremely happy 


for you gentlemen carry our message back Sacramento, put 
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the necessary machinery into action, and bring San Mateo County 
four-year institution, which feel very rightly 

have appreciated very much your attention, and thank you 
very much for coming San Mateo County and hearing our problem. 
Thank you very much, Chairman. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much. Just moment, 
Mr. Plaehn, maybe there are some questions. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Mr. Plaehn, your reference the 
263.5 per thousand relation per thousand freshmen 
between the two counties, San Mateo and Santa Clara, very 
interesting. wondering when you break this further and 
exclude South San Francisco and Jefferson High School Districts, 
would not those same reasons pertain some extent the 
northern part San Mateo County and actually increase then 
your ratio 263.5? 

MR, PLAEHN: would say, yes. would say that you 
eliminated---now this personal opinion---and believe that 
without ... 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: The same conditions would prevail 


the northern part the 


MR, PLAEHN: think that Dr. Tormey could probably explain 
that statistically and factually, but belief that you 
eliminate South San Francisco and the Jefferson Districts, the 


263.5 figure would rise. 
ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: That would tend help your case 


then, would not? 
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MR. PLAEHN: think that right, and sure that that 
figure can answered better than able answer it. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Can you give those reasons? 
there somebody prepared give those specific reasons the 
here? 

PLAEHN: would say that possibly Dr. Tormey far 
better equipped give them than 

MRS. STRANDBERG: would happy give that information. 
Kathleen Strandberg, and Chairman the Governing Board 
the San Carlos School District; and did have the privilege 
working with the Committee which studied the need for this 
college two years ago. Approximately 20% the 


Santa Clara County lives within six eight miles the 

southern border San Mateo County, and feel that because 
the overcrowding San Jose State College that the students who 
are that close would tend attend college this County 
because would closer and more convenient for them. 
communities Palo Alto, Baron Park, Los Altos Hills, Los Altos, 
Mountainview, and the Whisman District, they have total 
population 105,000 persons. figure 263.5 students 

who would eligible attend State College was based 

the statistics given the "Study for Need for Additional 


Centers Public Higher Education They 
modify the figure 265 students per thousand who would 
eligible, the light the number students who would 
eligible attend those institutions from San Mateo County. 
The experience other State Colleges indicates that 
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approximately 20% the enrollment would come from adjacent 
county, and because these students Santa Clara County are 
close and because San Jose overcrowded, have reason 
believe that least students per thousand would 
attend college San Mateo County. Does that answer your 
question? 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, would just like add one 
more thing here. understood Mr. Plaehn correctly, said 
something about the high school graduates San Mateo County 
tending college more readily, more often, than some 
the high school graduates Santa Clara County. Did 
understand correctly? 

MRS. STRANDBERG: That not believe correct. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Well, Mr. Chairman, think maybe 
can throw little light that. San Mateo County, (in answer 
Mr. Anderson), the third largest per capita taxpayer than 
any the other counties. have the facilities send our 
students college rather than the agricultural rural areas, 
certain times have been referred the "bedroom County 
San That being true, the standards are little 
bit higher, and the people desire send their youngsters 
college. For that particular reason alone, would say, 
Mr. Anderson, that that deduction was made and think 
very firm and sound basis. 

STRANDBERG: would like make one more statement 
might, sir. would like point out that the 1955 
study which was made, that that time the questionnaires 
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were sent eleven high schools---that was the number 
existence that time. that eleven only seven those high 
schools replied the questionnaire. The reason the others did 
not reply, have not been able find out. But the eligibility 
figures were based the questionnaires returned from only 

seven high schools which would not represent the entire high 
school population the total number high school graduates 
even that time. From own experience what know 
graduates this County, have reason believe that might 
have, another study were made, higher percentage students 
eligible for college entrance. now have fourteen public high 
schools the County. feel that another study might show 
different eligibility figure. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, Mr. Chairman, seems strange 
that this compared with 263.5. 

MRS, STRANDBERG: Well, that only the number who might 
come from that County; that not, you understand, the total 
number being eligible Santa Clara County. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: That right, and wondering 
how far are going here 

STRANDBERG: No, this was merely the number would 
estimate would siphoned off here; that not the total 
number eligible Santa Clara County all. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: What percentage students 
feel San Mateo County are eligible and desire 
college---would State College here? Maybe they 
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MRS, STRANDBERG: think would have much larger 
percentage attending college than have the present 
time there were college located our County. think 
many students, spite the fact this high income 
county, still feel that many students are not attending 
college for economic reasons. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: course, feel that with the 
economic conditions your County that your students are going 
financially able other places the State they 
desire. Are there any other questions? 

MRS. STRANDBERG: feel that there are students who 
are not continuing their education the present time because 
economic factors; because the fact that they must live 
away from home makes very difficult for many them. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Has your committee made any survey 
any kind study those lines? 

STRANDBERG: No, have not. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you. are going have 
deviate little from our regular agenda because have 
representative the University California who has 
leave noontime, and going call Dr. Ernest 
Engelbert the University this time. Dr. 
Engelbert 

DR, ENGELBERT: Mr. Chairman, members the Committee. 
apologize for asking for somewhat rearrangement your 
schedule, but did not receive word until Saturday morning 
from University authority that should appear this meeting, 
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and was short time terms rearranging some other 
schedules. privilege appear before the Committee. 
The University wishes helpful possible presenting 
information that the Committee wishes have connection with 
its deliberations. sorry that could not have prepared 
statement which could give the Committee this time; 
however, will present statement the Committee which will 
include remarks, well the statistics, which propose 
present briefly the Committee this morning. This brief 
report which have give merely factual presentation 
what the University doing the peninsula area for counties 
under consideration. addition, have some related 
statistics from Santa Clara County. This report report 

the University Extension and its activities this area. 

Our program varied; includes courses for credit, courses 
for non-credit, conferences which the University arranges, 
special institutes which are response the requests 
groups and professional associations this area. Our work 
also includes large number correspondence enrollees, 
persons who live this area and who are doing work via 
correspondence for University credit. The program established 
the basis requests and the basis need 
the part individuals, groups and organizations within 
area. you know, the University Extension Program 
largely self-supporting. Only 15% comes from State funds, 

and virtually the entire portion the program this area 


self-supporting. Now, here brief summary the work 
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the University the peninsula area 1957-1958. this 
area, excluding the four-county area under consideration, had 
1957-1958 enrollment 1,630 individuals courses 
and related offerings. These were offered different 
communities. Including Santa Clara County, and because much 
the work related the geography San Mateo County, 
had 1957-1958 (the academic year just completed) 3,317 
enrollments, total 112 course offerings offered 
different San Mateo County proper, there were 
959 enrollments given course offerings communities, 
Santa Cruz County 228 enrollments, courses communities. 
Monterey County 443 enrollments given course and related 
offerings work was given San Benito 
County last year. Santa Clara County had 1,687 enrollments 
courses offered communities. These course offerings 
cover virtually the entire field University endeavor; for 
example, offered, summary, courses liberal arts, 
humanities; courses social sciences; science and 
mathematics; engineering; business administration 
and this includes the field real estate; education; 

what call continuing education the bar; and there 
were other fields; making total some 112 courses 

the course work and related offering which University 
gives both for credit and non-credit this area. The 
enrollment has increased markedly during recent years, both 


because expansion population this area and because 
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continued and increased emphasis upon continuing education for 
professional people---engineers, lawyers, educators and others. 

could further into detail, statistics; but perhaps the 
Committee would rather have this presented prepared report. 
Should you have any questions about the communities which the 
two courses were offered the number, would have that 
information here. not have, however, the specific information 
about the number persons enrolled correspondence courses, 
both for credit and non-credit, living the four-county area. 
Now, just few words about future plans, Mr. Chairman, and 

will conclude. anticipate growth the University Extension 
Program this region. This program, noted moment ago, 

will grow based upon increased population and based upon continued 
emphasis adult education. The program will become not only 
larger but somewhat diverse. are moving forward professional 
fields, particularly the professional fields law and engineering. 
anticipate programs nursing and medicine. Indeed, you 
know, have initiated graduate program engineering 

this area. Our program will conform the guiding principles 

for adult education California which was drawn group 
representing publicly supported institutions; our program will 

developed accordance with university standards 


terms what are prepared offer the way University 


quality have plans for the development 
University Extension Center somewhere, and this still 
uncertain, the San Mateo, Southern San Mateo, perhaps 


Northern Santa Clara County area. think that all have 
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say, Mr. Chairman, unless you wish ask 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Yes, believe Mr. Hanna has question. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Would you some time the future 
supply answer this question. What effect, any, does 
the establishment State College area have upon the 
demands for continuing education under the program the 
University? 

ENGELBERT: not have precise statistics, 
know that elaborate programs University Extension, well 
State Colleges, are operating the same communities all over 
the State from San Diego San Francisco. What the precise 
effect the establishment State College has upon 
University Extension Program, not sure and would not know 
about what its impact would this area. This would 
something would have study further. would happy 
take the question down, note the question and see can 
give some judgment the Committee, 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: would like have that information--- 
there has been possibility study this subject because 
think probably the likelihood would that would increase 
the demand rather than decrease since the graduates 
who seek this additional help they along. 

DR, ENGELBERT: know that areas like San Diego 
San Francisco where programs are developed 
complementary basis between the State Colleges and the 
University that tend foster each other's 


CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: you. 
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SENATOR DOLWIG: Chairman, may ask question? With 
your plans for extension courses, would have any effect 
the projected enrollment that was given here 10,000 1965 
and 14,600 1970 far State College attendance goes? 

ENGELBERT: would have study more carefully the 
report given here well figures that were used this 
report. could not make any judgment about that. 

SENATOR DOLWIG: more specific, would decrease 
increase these enrollments? think that the question 
ought ask. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Chairman, would like 
make comment this point extension work, and that 
one the reasons why are more interested State 
College than ever. Now, very happy have the Doctor's 
figures 959 enrollments San Mateo County the University 
California's extension work alone, because figures will 
submit the Committee here the day goes along, only show 
some students out the extension work the 
University California plus some 1,200 extension work enrollees 
out San Francisco State and San Jose State. So, members 
the Committee, could practically establish college out 
our extension work the present time, and not too sold 
extension work because feel that you are penalizing the 
people that area for paying for education two-phase 
level, They pay for originally, and then order secure 
higher educational facility, they have pay for it, 
Dr. Engelbert brought out, paid for the people they 
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seek that education. not fair the people San Mateo 
County any other County have miles away get this 
higher educational level, whereas they have right their 
doorstep San Francisco, San Jose elsewhere. think 
those figures are very interesting, and certainly happy 
that you brought them out this morning. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Mr. Chairman, have couple 
questions. What percentage these courses given the San 
Mateo County area are given for credit? 

DR. ENGELBERT: Mr. Anderson, not have this precisely--- 
would say approximately two-thirds. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, let ask you 
this. this idea University Extension Center were 
developed this general area, you think would satisfy 
the needs for higher education for the Santa Clara San Mateo 
County area? 

ENGELBERT: Mr. Anderson, not prepared answer 
that question because this matter that still under 
consideration and study our own University terms the 
location the University. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, this would extension 
center, you mentioned. 

DR. ENGELBERT: Yes, extension center, not University. 
ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: That what getting at. 
you feel, you are considering from the standpoint 
extension center only, that would satisfy the needs this 


area? 
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DR. ENGELBERT: Obviously not, because the needs this 
area terms the work that has already been done indicates 
that there will some more higher institutions 
education somewhere the area. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Dr. Engelbert, isn't fair say 
insofar extension work concerned the persons who ordinarily 
seek assistance from extension work are probably group that 
would have integrate the seeking higher degree least 
higher proficiency their particular professions with their 
actual working day schedule, and these are the people that you 
are trying serve. 

DR. ENGELBERT: For the most part, that right, though 
there substantial amount our work now that moving 
toward the general cultural development persons area 
besides those who are seeking extension work for vocational 
purposes, 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Are talking about two groups 
students, then? 

ENGELBERT? are almost always talking about two 
groups students terms University Extension work---those 
who are seeking additional courses terms vocational 


reasons and professional reasons, both the undergraduate 


and the graduate level; and there are those who are seeking 


additional courses and work for the purpose the more 
liberally educated culturally broad person. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: The University would have 
objection these people their efforts secure State 


College this general 
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DR. ENGELBERT: sorry; that cannot answer. This 
matter which under consideration for further study, and 
sorry that this question that not prepared answer. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Dr. Engelbert, want express 
appreciation for your appearance here, and sure your 
testimony very helpful; but would like say this. 
personally feel, Chairman this Committee, that the questions 
asked Assemblyman Hanna and Senator Dolwig pertain more 
the problem that have before this morning. believe that 
you are the only one from the University who appearing here, 
and not feel that are getting the proper cooperation from 
the University this subject. just want make this remark 
for the record, that before have another hearing this type, 
certainly (this Committee) will use its influence see that 
the University California properly represented these 
hearings with the kind testimony that pertains the subject 
that are investigating. realize that you cannot answer 
some those problems, and think that the University 
California realizes that, too. Thank you very 

DR. ENGELBERT: sorry that received such late 
notice terms the invitation appear both before this 
Committee which came Thursday and University clearance 


Saturday, the Saturday this week. was indeed short 


time for organize the materials for presentation. 
CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: not criticizing you all, but 

the University had the invitation plenty time get the 

information that desired this Committee. Thank you 


very Dr. Bortolazzo. 


DR. BORTOLAZZO: Mr. Chairman and members the Committee. 
think one point self-evident. are have State 
College, the site must selected now. The key question 
therefore this: 

Will State College eventually needed San Mateo 
County? 

The following evidence, all from official State sources, 
bears this question: 

First, the rate growth high school graduates---and 
again refer the "Study the Need for Additional Centers 
Public Education California" (Liaison Committee 1957), 
page 120. 

San Mateo County (along with Santa Clara County) will 
lead the entire State percentage increase public high 
school graduates the period 1955 1970. 

San Mateo will have increase 339 per cent. The 
high school graduates will increase from total 2,300 the 
spring 1956 total 10,100 the spring 1971, 
absolute increase 7,800. 

The change absolute number high school graduates 
between 1955 and 1970 looks like this: 


Los Angeles and Orange Counties increase 79,600 


San Diego 13,000 
Santa Clara 11,300 
San Mateo 7,800 
Alameda 6,600 


Note that San Mateo's increase exceeds that Alameda 
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County, and note that the two neighbors, San Mateo and Santa 
Clara, have total increase 19,100 decade and half. 
Surely the fastest growing areas the State judged high 
school graduates deserve consideration any long-range 
planning for State College installation. 

Second, how large would San Mateo State College 
1970? page 131 "the Bible", only per cent the high 
school graduates San Mateo County 1955 continued 
State College---only per cent---although total per 
cent were eligible so. Santa Clara County, San Jose 
State College conveniently hand---and conveniently hand, 

think, gentlemen, extremely important when you talk about 
college entrance---22 per cent the high school graduates 
continued State College. 

Now, assume that junior colleges will serve for the first 
two years college. Based actual experience Santa Clara 
County, expect that two-year upper division San Mateo State 
College would enroll 3,500 students the fall 1970. 
this were become four-year State College, the 1970 enroll- 
ment would probably the order 6,000 students. Now, 
you use State know that calls for 2,000 full-time 


equivalent students for new State College over period 


five years. 
DETAILS THE ENROLLMENT 1970 
TWO-YEAR SAN MATEO STATE COUNCIL 


Assume: That 22% high school graduates 


State College, now the case Santa Clara County. 
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Assume: That any these who drop out before becoming 
would replaced others who come through 
the junior college route (even though the latter may not 


have been eligible enter State College 


Number High School STATE COLLEGE 
Graduates (Public Schools) ENROLLEES 
Spring, 1967 ------------ become Seniors, Fall, 1970 1,700 
Spring, 1968 ------------ become Juniors, Fall, 1970 1,800 


Now, summarize---One: Time the irrecoverable 
element here. must acquire land the next two three 
years, prices for larger parcels will out reach. 
the President the San Mateo Junior College District. 
just had pay $1,129,000 for site 154 acres. decade 
ago could have acquired for less than half that amount. 
May point out that you will need site large enough for 
future growth. 

Two: San Jose State cannot keep pace with the growth 
Santa Clara County and the south part San Mateo County. 
right now buying six and one half blocks city property 
for two and half million dollars. The State study page 
the "Need for Additional Centers Higher Education" 
summarizes well, and quote: 

"The probability San Jose State's taking care the 
State College needs the southern part San Mateo County 
not great, that San Jose's site inadequate take care 
the large growth Santa Clara County, unless lower 
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division restriction about 1,000 students placed San 
Jose State 

solution that students from San Mateo County can solve the 
problem commuting other State Colleges---we should not 
ignore the heavy cost individuals large numbers students 
must commute daily. Especially the sites existing State 
Colleges are limited, makes good sense plan ultimately 
for new unit between San Jose and San Francisco---by getting 
large site now, and may stress again, gentlemen, because 
you will hear that over and over again---by getting large site 
now, can take care any future requirements when the needs 
are more precisely defined. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much. Are there any 
questions that anyone would like ask? 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: would like ask question 
the good Doctor. How are you going handle your parking 
facilities your new junior college? 

DR. BORTOLAZZO: think are planning---we have 150 
more acres, Mr. Britschgi---we will have room for 2,650 
parking places for campus 4,000. Now may point out 
that suburban area, think you know the requirements 
for automobiles are far more severe than city area where 
you have adequate public transportation. the way, might 
also point out, might, that are acquiring second 
site the northern part our district for another junior 


college established 1968. think makes you 
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recognize that the local community making every effort take 
care its community college needs. That seems 
needed requirement because can see one County across the Bay 
that acquiring State College that has not done anything 
about setting junior colleges. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any other questions? 

Thank you very much, Dr. Bortolazzo. Mrs. Vera Eskin, Chairman 
the San Mateo County Planning Commission 

ESKIN: Gentlemen, wearing two caps today---I 
representing the Advisory Planning Council San Mateo County 
which made one Planner from each city and one from the 
County. also the Chairman the San Mateo County Planning 
Commission and have both resolutions for you. 

just came back from conference County Planners down 
Santa Barbara, and each and every one your Planners were 
represented there well your Supervisors; and very 
proud say that after talking all them, two three 
years row, our County has been very forward our thinking. 
have master plan for the entire County. have given 
every segment our population thought. have thought 
industry, commerce, residential uses, and forth. Therefore, 
what presenting you based our master plan. 
believe that Contra Costa one the only other counties 
our State that has master plan. 

San Mateo County ranks second rate growth 
counties the entire nation. Population studies indicate 


this increase will continue. four-year college San Mateo 
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County will serve the already overcrowded areas outside our 
County. San Jose State cannot expand its small campus with 
only 12,454 students. Based probable future distribution 
potential State College students, college site should 
located somewhat south the mid-point between San Francisco 
State College and San Jose State College. The map that have 
presented you midway point, and covers the possible 
sites. Following list recommended areas giving area 
numbers indicated the map, the owner's name shown 
the Assessor's record, and the approximate acreage. All these 
areas are existing planned major thoroughfares. Most are 
adjacent the route selected the State Division Highways 


our Junipero Serra Freeway. 


Acres 

Stanford, Jr. University 390 

Menlo Invest. Co. (Sharon Estate) 250 

Menlo County Club 140 

California Pac. Title Co.(Oddstad Farm Hills) 340 
City S.F.: Taylor, Robertson, Sweeney 

Puccinelli 460 


The only improved one, mentioned, No. These locations 
would relieve, not add to, traffic congestion. These under- 
developed lands are available now. The recent court decision 

cost similar land, and President 
referred few moments ago, for college purposes indicates 
that our land prices are reasonable. The price paid per acre 

the Junior College San Mateo $7,272 per acre. 
might sound like lot money some counties, but our 
County, many our acres are now being sold 

thousand dollars acre. $10,000 acre what consider 
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cheap acreage. This, me, noted because our land 
values are increasing very rapid pace. The earliest date 
possible for four-year college opened, you went out 
today and purchased the site, would 1965. Our conservative 
projected annual full-time equivalents regular enrollment 
that time 10,000 students. That would the day opened, 
Our figures for 1970, only five years later, are 
14,600. 

conclusion, the location four-year college San 
Mateo County ties with the State policy placing State 
Colleges near accessible highways and the midst heavy 
student population. The San Mateo County Advisory 
Council and the San Mateo County Planning Commission feel that 
the four-year State College should located the general 
County area have indicated and respectfully request favorable 
consideration. The conclusion our master plan San Mateo 
County that every effort should made convince the State 
Legislature the need for the immediate establishment 
State College San Mateo. Thank you very 

Resolution San Mateo County Advisory Planning Council 

Advisory Planning Council its April 12, 1957 
regular meeting unanimously endorsed Assembly Bill 1692, 
establishing San Mateo State College. 

"Council members, representing the fourteen city 
commissions San Mateo County and the San Mateo 
County Planning Commission, urge your favorable consideration 


and action this 
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"RESOLUTION ENDORSING ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 1692 FOUR-YEAR COLLEGE 
FOR SAN MATEO COUNTY 

RESOLVED, the San Mateo County Planning Commission that 

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill No. 1692, introduced the 1957 
Regular Session the Legislature, provides for the establishment 
within the County San Mateo four-year State College; and 

WHEREAS, the achievements high school students this 
County and the concentration population within the territorial 
limits the County San Mateo and its environs are such that 
the existing two-year junior college within this County 
inadequate fulfill the higher education needs the citizens 
the County San Mateo; and 

WHEREAS, the opinion this Commission existing 
conditions warrant the establishment four-year college 
within the County San Mateo the earliest possible date: 

NOW, THEREFORE, HEREBY ORDERED DETERMINED 
follows: 

That this Commission does endorse and support the 
said Assembly Bill No. 1692 for passage, and urges the 
Legislative representatives this County support said 
legislation; 

That the Secretary this Commission 
transmit certified copy this Resolution State 
Senator Richard Dolwig, Assemblyman Louis Francis and 
Carl Britschgi." 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: May ask one question. Are these 


the sites that you have numbered here---are they numbered 
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according the choice the community? 

ESKIN: No, they are not. No, they are just for your 
information that you can locate you have any questions 
the map itself, Mr. Stillman, our Planning Director, who 
here with will gladly answer your questions, perhaps can 
answer them. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any other questions any 
other members the Committee? 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Have you consulted with the Department 
Education the desired number acres site? Some 
these 140 acres, sure would too small. 

MRS. ESKIN: believe Stillman can answer these 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: not believe the policy 
establish new college anything less acres. think 
that the new policy. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: May say this, Mr. Chairman, and 
know that Mr. Anderson well aware well Mr. 
Cusanovich; the Los Angeles State College opened their new 
facilities September along the San Bernardino Freeway. 
had the privilege having Committee meeting there week 
ago. That college opened September with over 12,000 students 
only the juniors and seniors and the fifth year work---12,000 
students, and they are bulging the doors. Mr. Anderson told 
this morning that this week they are over 13,000 
students. They had originally supplied parking area for 


some 3,000 automobiles, and when were there, there were 
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automobiles all over the place. talking with Dr. MacDonald, 
the President Los Angeles State, our hearing, told 
that they are now going have acquire least acres 
take care this additional parking. deduction from that, 
is, that type parking cheap compared the nonsensical 
thing that happening San Jose acquiring four, five 
six blocks out the heart the city and taking off the 
tax rolls and then going into the housing, which 
cannot agree with. could take that amount 
money which was spent for the project San Jose, think 
could almost have State College this area take care 
our commuter people. think that are going have bring 
State College education commuter level. 

MRS. ESKIN: That right, Mr. Britschgi. would like 
point out that No. the only 140 acres. This map was made 
recommended sites for public institutions, and there are 
many types institutions that could use 140 acres. 
thinking junior college type that area. Therefore, 
that would the only one that believe too small. Our 
County depends upon automobiles for transportation. think 
you made very good point buying enough land the present 
time, There are other lands available around the present site, 
but this the choice acreage the central location; 
said, would drawing from the northern part Santa 
Clara County. There are many new subdivisions that area, 
and there not adequate schooling for them. They are just 
forming new Junior College District, the Foothills District 
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the Los Altos area. think already they will overcrowded 
the day they open, and the duty Planning Commission 
look into our future. We, the Planning Commission today, are 
planning for our future; therefore, these large acreages have 
been suggested, but would suggest leaving out No. far 
the thought the Committee concerned. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: The only other second thing that 
wanted point out, and this probably something between 
Britschgi and notice that your presentation that you 
have San Mateo County second the entire nation; and 
wondered you had noticed probably that Orange County was first. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much for your testimony. 
think probably that close the noon hour now that 
before take another witness ought adjourn for lunch. 


will adjourn for lunch, and will back promptly 2:00. 
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CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: The meeting will please come order. 
Our first witness this afternoon will Mr. Henry Bostwick, Jr., 
Manager the San Mateo County Development Association. 

BOSTWICK: Gentlemen, name Henry Bostwick, Jr., 
Manager the San Mateo County Development Association. Our 
role the economic future and the present economic structure 
San Mateo County, one community development basically 
stressed the industrial development line. feel, you 
gentlemen coming into our area, that the statistical part 
the school situation will well covered, part today 
to, particularly right after our luncheon break, background 
our present situation economically, where stand now, where 
are expecting the future. feel that the case 
this four-year college well taken because San Mateo 
County have generally, throughout the entire area, taken care 
our general economic needs, and are planning now for the 
future. 

feel that our work industrial development that 
can take care our needs for the community, rather than 
catch with them after have grown, are doing the job 
that are expected do. feel that you the school 
department are much the same situation trying take care 
the needs rather than catch with the pupil 

Backgrounding our statistics again, our population the 
last eight years has risen from 235,000 400,000 people, 
70% increase. Our total daily school attendance has risen 


the same period time from 1950 1958, from 36,000 round 


| 
4 
it 
Mae 
7 
4 Bi = 
Bs 
4 
x 


figures 85,000, increase 135% our daily school 
attendance. When talk industry and the economy the 
area, feel important correlate that with our increase 
our assessed valuation the same period time which has 
from 214 millions dollars 672 millions dollars, 
increase 2144, can say that our economic program 
has been somewhat effective. 1950, you will remember that 
our area here was best known the "bedroom community". 

study was made the Urban Land Institute 
our area, and were told had change our plans and 
our way thinking. that time, under the auspices the 
Development Association, study was made our County, and 
was the start then our master plan project. Since 1955, 
until the present time, have had increase our industrial 
development activities, which you gentlemen course have 
recognized happening other parts the State, 
probably could best pointed out our area increase 
which has been predominately one community action, community 
activity feel that the request for the 
year State College San Mateo County one community 
action, too. feel that the successful operation and the 
basic relationship schools and industry very important 
thing, and the success our industry going depend 
upon the strength and vigor our institutions. feel the 
long process correct. Our industries San Mateo County 


recognize the need more facilities within our area, and that 
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why we, Development Association, are vitally concerned, 
feel that the benefit the educational process brings our 
over-all structure, far our economy, and far our 
environment concerned, important. 

think that some facts and statistics could brought 
out here traffic and what means our area. The 
State Division Highways has done magnificent job 
equipping with good roads one point. However, there 
are not enough them certainly take care our growth 
the future which protracted this time double the 
next twenty-five years. know that our students this stage 
the game, proceeding beyond high school level, must travel 
for state college education either Santa Clara County 
San Francisco, making further burden our highways every 
does burden already jammed highway system. 1950 had 
some million dollars automotive sales, and 1957 had 
million dollars San Mateo County alone, jumping 
auto registrations from 90,000 1950 161,000 1957. 

This indicates use highways, the use automobiles, big 
traffic 

feel that State College our own area would 
alleviate the problems that are very important industry 
generally speaking. Some other facts and statistics are that 
our total retail sales have gone from 183 millions 
dollars 1950 511 millions dollars 1957. these 


pertain the traffic flow and traffic problems our 
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feel that the difficulty that our students have getting 

into and out the San Francisco Metropolitan Area and, yes, 
down into even our Santa Clara County area, probably not 
sufficiently serious the moment cause great concern, but 

back trere can see the extent the new plants and expansions. 
Note the period from 1950 1957, which the large red line 
the left side, Also shown the present population 
400,000, increase the eight-year period. The third 

chart shows our population projections from there upward 
our 1970 period 690,000. think all have common interest 
seeking effective and economical means providing wide 
variety educational opportunities. feel that can 

speak virtually well for the whole our County saying that 
there conflict interest this one particular program 
four-year State College. Our businessmen have been 

solidly behind the establishment good school systems the 
County level. You will find few bond issues not being passed 

San Mateo County. Our junior college system one that 

complete concern and interest our businessmen generally 

this They were responsible great degree for the 
our recent six million dollar bond issue which will 
enable have our new junior college campuses the 
feel that our educational systems are basic fundamentals 
knowledge and development. have high degree research 
and scientific effort San Mateo County. find that the 
people that are living here are closely tuned that type 
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economy. However, feel that top this not only want 
have scientists; don't need the technician but need 
leadership, with the youngsters knowing how learn, still 
learn, think and understand, and most all make 
wise decisions. feel that our four-year State College pro- 
gram will implement that which have needed desperately 
our know that the choice that will made your 
Committee placing the rightful spot where belong 
the priority list, will the wise decision that will 
background for our students learn and our ability build 
here this area, Thank 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any questions that anyone 
would like ask? Thank you very much, Mr. Bostwick, for your 
testimony. Now, Mr. Rex Turner. you give your title, 

Turner, and who you are representing. 

the Sequoia Union High District, area extending 
from the City San Mateo Palo Alto, about 100-square miles. 
think about the only contribution can make the considera- 
tion the problem that this Committee facing, tell 
you what our needs are and the justification for college 


this area. Both, think, should determined the basis 


the number youngsters would supply such institu- 
The conclusion that would primarily what the 
number youngsters from this district going junior college, 
because some those youngsters would obviously 


year college one were available. Secondly, what the 
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number transcripts issued each year over period years 
for youngsters going other than junior colleges. have 
way knowing, nor does any high school district, the 

exact number youngsters who higher institutions 
higher learning because there way reporting back, and 
amount follow-up can get this information unless 
person-to-person calls. But know the number trans- 
cripts issue, and basing our counting one per youngster, 
because many youngsters take several transcripts different 
institutions, have had over the past five-year period 
steady increase the number transcripts issued youngsters 
attending other than junior colleges. Going back 1954 and 
going through 1958, started out roughly with about 225, and 
this climbed steadily till this last year when had about 
460 out this Projecting that now until 1960, 
1965, 1970, our projections for our high school enroliment 
1965 that's just within the Sequoia District. 
This number, projected the same per cent would roughly 

about year youngsters going other than junior 
colleges. 13,500 would about 800 youngsters year. 
addition that, our junior college over the 
past five-year period has climbed steadily, from around 625 
five years ago where now, 1,140 presently enrolled 
junior colleges from this district. Projecting that 

1965 again, would furnishing almost 2,200 youngsters 
junior colleges, plus the 700 the other than junior 


You have heard, certain, from others who have testified 
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the desirability the location institution higher 
learning such you are contemplating this area. think 
need only present you the justification terms 
numbers youngsters involved that would available from this 
area for enrollment the State College, should one provided, 
thereby giving you the basic information justify you 
making the decision whether this would one the 

areas which such institution would established 
relatively early 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you, Dr. Turner: 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Dr. Turner, did remember seeing 
the study, recommendation for junior college district 
within the Sequoia School District? 

DR. TURNER: You undoubtedly saw some reference 
that because for two three years participated ina 
discussion the formation the Foothill Junior College. 
that time, facing were, tremendous outlay terms 
new high schools that were needed, our Board decided that 
would not that time make the decision become part 
the new Foothill Junior College District. However, about six 
weeks ago, our Board requested write the State 
asking them make study this area determine whether 
not junior college should established, and so, 
whether should join with San Mateo, with Foothills, establish 
one our own, divide our territory, part going 
Foothills and part San Mateo. our Board, after this 
study completed, will faced with the decision of, 
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considering the recommendation made the State Department, 
deciding just what this area should the way the formu- 
lation junior college because have enough youngsters 
right now start junior college just from the 
Sequoia District 1,140, 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any other questions? 
Thank you very much. Mrs. Kerwin Chairman the Sequoia 
High School Board Trustees, that right? 

MRS, HELEN KERWIN: However, not 
appearing before you today behalf the High School Board 
although they have gone record favoring and recognizing 
the need for State College this was asked 
represent group lay people, some 150 residents the 
Sequoia District who are the Sequoia Citizens Committee. This 
Committee was formed about year and half ago order 
help study secondary needs the District. They did 
such successful job that eventuated the passage 
eight million dollar bond issue this spring which insures the 
high school children this area sufficient facilities for the 
next seven ten years. This one reason point that you 
asked Dr. There has been delay making provisions 


for our junior college youngsters. live area rapidly 


expanding population the high school level, one high school 
was sufficient take care the entire 100-square-mile area 
until 1951. just dedicated our fifth high school week 
ago and have the drawing board sixth school and plans for 


seventh and eighth. have been busy with our burgeoning 
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elementary and high school problems that has taken all our 
efforts meet these Now that they have been met for 

foreseeable future the next step the Sequoia Board 
September was request, Dr. Turner said, study our 
junior college order implement that study and 
order get the information the public that those needs 
would understood the public and supported (when the results 
the survey are completed and the final choice left the 
electorate form either their own junior college annex 
either our northern southern did before the 
Sequoia Citizens Committee and did request them carry the 
ball. Also they were requested help with the study and 

they asked represent them here being interested the 
higher education needs this area and assure this Committee 
that they would all they could assist with the junior 
college needs this area because they realized that this 
one the policies the State, that local effort made. 
Since this group was successful passing 000 bond 
issue and getting the public informed sure that their 
efforts behalf the junior college will eventually 
successful too, and that the children's needs this area 
junior college level will met. community one which 
has high aspirations for its already demon- 
strated its willingness support education the local 

level. sure from figures developed the State Depart- 
ment the study made Foothills Junior College two years 

ago indicating that over 2000 youngsters would enrolled 
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junior college 1960-61 although regret the delay, 
sure will rectify this situation shortly and will also need 
the full facilities four-year college meet the needs 
this Thank you very much, 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Dr. James Tormey. 

DR, TORMEY: Ian James Tormey, County Superintendent 
San Mateo County. have some material here, Mr. Chairman, 
that may answer more completely some the questions that some 
the members the Interim Committee seem have mind; 
and then would like stress one other point. know that 
one member the Committee had asked why some the figures, 
the school figures that have been quoted today, have been 
large part prepared our office doing that particular work--- 
and they differ certain respects from State figures. 
think ought clear one thing for the records; that is, not 
criticizing the accuracy the State Departments who may 
have developed those figures, but little like the 
figures that prepare for the County. have enviable 
reputation accuracy but but accuracy for the 
County whole. can plus 10% one district, minus 
10% another, comes out perfect---I think because our office 
has been relied for much the predictive material, insofar 
affects the picture the schools the County, that 
ought point out from public record, the extent which those 
figures can relied quoting you now from page 
the October 1955, Report the San Mateo County Board 
Supervisors the County School Department. This Department 
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has been issuing predigtive statistics for many years. 
predicted that 1960 there would more children the 
schools the County than there have been people the County 
1940. Sufficient time has elapsed judge now the accuracy 
those predictions. October last year predicted 
units the schools the County; June 1955, 
actual was 64,731, short-range error one-hundredths 
connection with the cooperative State school facility survey, 
enrollment for kindergarten through grade for 1954-55 was 
predicted 62,990 comparison with the actual enrollment figures 
that year, the long-range error, 5-year error, was tenths 
percent accuracy 99.7 percent. the same facility 
survey, County assessed valuation was predicted 
512,000,000 compared with the final actual figure 
area which actually outside our sphere direct 
responsibility our accuracy rate was 98.5 percent. would 
seem that the basis accuracy the record pretty fair. 
Among the factors which can cause differences between 
our figures and those the State Department arise from the 
fact that the State must operate, must make its analysis 
terms what the general State pattern. You have had 


figures quoted you today terms the over-all growth 


the County being the rate approximately twice that 
the State. rate growth the elementary level date 
this County has been materially greater than that relation- 


ship the guess you could say are young and 
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virile County. think are either the first the second 
youngest per capita County the State California. can 
submit for the record the Committee graphical analysis 
which rough form, the rate growth between high 
school and elementary the County since 1955. This 
turning point that has quite bit significance the 
predicted figures high school graduates the County 
the ensuing decade more, That is, our predominate 
growth until very recently this County was the elementary 
level. just recently becoming evident that children 
grow and what was heavy enrollment rate increase 

the elementary level, while our rate increase high 
school was normal, now reversed. Among these 
figures have here sheet with the average daily attendance 
percentages increase over the past several years, whereas 
1952-53 the elementary rate growth was 12.66 percent 
and the high school rate growth 10.31 materially under 
that. 1956-57 the rate increase elementary level 
had dropped percent and high school rate had risen 


over percent. 
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE 


Percentage Increase (or decrease) Over 
Previous 


1955-56 1954-55 1953-54 1952-53 


Totals: 
Elementary 8.07 10.9 12.3 12.59 12.66 
High Schools 15.0 12.2 13.7 12.23 
Junior 5.6 20.0 0.70) 
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1956-57 


Elementary: 
Tunis 114.3 increase over 1954-55 
San Bruno Park 27.6 


High Schools: 


Jefferson Union 17.8 


Rough is, the Committee will accept that form, that 
some further substantiation. rather remarkable example--- 
and was recently accused using factured statistics this, 
but they are not factured, they are selected for the purpose for 
which they were intended which was initially comparative cost 
factor---San Francisco County (city and county) has approximately 
twice the over-all population this County, roughly little 
under 800,000 San Francisco approximately 400,000 here. 
Yet the elementary enrollment last year for the schools 
San was approximately 62,000 units A.D.A. while 
was over 63,000 San Mateo County. Now, this time, the 
high school enrollment San Francisco higher than the high 
school enrollment this County; but that will shortly 
reversed the same way that the elementary ratio has been 
reversed. 

One the Committee members, believe was 
Assemblyman Anderson, this morning was concerned with the 
different ratio attendance from high schools this County 
compared with Santa Clara County. There are some interesting 
substantiations those---they course into social, 


economic background groups, the historical approach which 
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they have made; and what have here will not give the comparison 
between Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties, but will demonstrate 
situations within San Mateo County itself. This first 
chart, again which can submit the Committee but which has 

prepared for final report, shows the percentage 
enrollment mathematics and science courses the San Mateo 
County high schools February last, compared with both State 
and national percentage enrollments, and will show that this 
County generally above both the State and the national average 
the courses which are taken which lead, tend lead, toward 
least academic university work. The differences that exist 
between areas that affect the percentage youngsters that 
prepare college work demonstrated this next 
chart which are two deliberately unnamed high schools San 
Mateo County. too, elective office, seldom 
identify schools under these conditions. They are two schools, 
both good high schools, but there are radically different 

social, economic and historical backgrounds the two high 
schools. This shows the percentage boys and girls each 

one these schools who are taking beginning algebra, plain 
geometry, advanced algebra, trigonometry and solid geometry. 

will noted that thereare not only radical differences 

among boys and girls both the schools but very sharp 
difference between the total percentages taking those college 
preparatory courses the math field between the two 
most particularly between the girls the one school and the 


girls the other. Although does not give you the 
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statistical answers, Assemblyman Anderson, think gives you 
some direct proof the kinds backgrounds, That particular 
factor, however, what will probably make not only the State's 
figures future college enrollment out this County, but our 
own figures, the figures presented this County, extremely 
conservative. 

know there about fifty-year trend toward higher 
and higher percentage youngsters whose parents expect them 
high school, and that true for almost any part 
the country. demonstrably and, the record, 
particularly true for this County. Also, there are qualitative 
natures besides these quantitative age distributions that 
mentioned which this has been predominantly elementary 
school County continuing have its elementary problems, but 
with the high school problem burgeoning sharply now. Along 
with that that parts our County have materially changed 
quantitative this area. can give example---South 
San Francisco Unified School District used have minor 
portion its initial freshmen who never went any college 
work beyond high school. matter fact, its drop-out ratio 
prior high school graduation was very sharp, above the State's 
drop-out ratio well above the County's. But with the 


westward---that was South San Francisco incidentally, that had 


background predominately first generation immigrants, who 
they looked far the high school diploma were looking 
far, far beyond what they themselves had been accustomed 


think about. But now with the westward expansion South 
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San Francisco, clean the Junipero Serra Boulevard, the 
development Buri Buri and some those places, and 
Jefferson with the expansion out Daly City and Westlake, 
Broadmoor and on, the percentage elementary youngsters 

who will past high school there going materially 
change the nature the picture. One the Committee asked 
this morning, for example, that Jefferson High School and 
South City were included, would change that percentage ratio, 
and so, which way? The answer would be, think, and this 
off-the-cuff figuring because that particular question had not 
been asked, that you did this very moment would drop 
that ratio slightly; but you again five years from now, 
ten years from now, would quite possibly materially raise the 
ratio. you get what the tremendous 
quantitative change population development which has occurred 
there. That, think, covers the bulk what have gone 
through. 

There has not been mention one part the picture, 
and the moment forget whether was covered this State 
report. have been talking about public school enrollments 
date, and the private school enrollment portion the 
factor. have some extra copies here which can submit 


the Committee with additional copies available whatever 


number you Those are the projected enrollments through 
1965 developed the County School Department Office which 
will fairly closely follow the figures which you have 


one copy here which will turn motion moment, 
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however, which shows that the parochial school enrollment the 
County both elementary and high school levels does not 
differentiate the high school level between the senior class 
from which the graduates can expected ‘but does permit 
pretty fair deduction made something less than 25% 
that, and also shows these same figures back 1951-1952 that 
our office has put out through the courtesy initial information 
from the Archdiocese each year which ought added the 
consideration the County. They will run the secondary 
level probably additional 10% over the figures which you will 
secure,or have already, from the standpoint the growth the 
public school level. can submit that the Committee and can 
secure additional copies. may indulged mentioning 

one thing, think not just that our San Mateo County 
students college larger percentage than true 
for much the rest the State and will probably increase that 
tendency, but they're pretty good quality kids. You gentlemen 
the Legislature set scholarship program session two 
ago, you will remember. That has very heavy means factor 

it, you know, which tends work against our County which 
has one the highest per capita incomes the State 
California. But last June our high school graduating seniors 
totalled 2.7% the graduating seniors the State, and they 
qualified for 4.4% the State scholarship regardless the 
means differential, think they did pretty good job. 

Other than that, Mr. Chairman, would glad try answer 
any questions that any member might wish ask. 
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CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much, Dr. Tormey. Are 
there any questions anyone would like ask? 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: was wondering, maybe Dr. Tormey 
the one clarify some figures that had tossed around here 
this morning. the number students that are available even 
the future college, and were talking about those 
this first bunch statistics that were presented this morning, 
true, not that when are talking about the total 
number students that might expect, let's say 1965 which 
projected 10,127, are talking there about the total 
students that would available for college education. One 
would not expect all those State College even 
though build because regardless, know would 
our County and think any county, regardless whether you 
put the State College there not, there would still those 
students who would other places such your University 
some them even out-of-state colleges. know many 
instances there are parents who have affiliation with colleges; 
because the parents' affiliation, they encourage the 
child that college. that when are thinking about 
our figures, have think not only the percentage, 
think was talked about the 20% that will come from outside 
this County and this college, that there equally 


percentage within the County who will, regardless what 
you build, elsewhere. Isn't this correct? 
DR. TORMEY: Yes, Mr. Hanna, that has factually 


recognized. not merely that youngsters will not always 
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the college facility across the street from them, but 
sometimes that the very reason they not wish go. can 
give you some figures. They are from follow-up study which 
made graduates the high schools this County covering 
the period from 1947 1952, and 54% during that time had gone 
for some type further formal education. 42% those 
attended junior college comparable institution. 50% 
attended---I beg your pardon---of the 42% who attended junior 
college college, there were 54% who went some type 
formal education. Some those went specialized trade 
schools something that sort, but 42% the total attended 
junior college college. those, this the way the 
distribution ran---50% them attended junior college, 
attended the College San Mateo this County, 3.6% San 
Francisco City College, 17% other California junior colleges; 

other words, other junior colleges and those most directly 
located, the bulk those, suspect, may have been down 
San Jose. 1.4% attended junior colleges outside the State 
California. the 50% who attended college, 4.7% attended 
San Francisco State College, 11% San Jose State College, 7.3% 
Stanford University, 9.7% the University California, 7.6% 
other California colleges, and 9.7% out-of-state colleges. 

Now, that percentage, course, subject various kinds 

situations including during---of course, maybe not 

have depressions any more, only have rolling recessions 
something that sort---but during period economic 


stringency, the tendency attend the most convenient, 
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which also the most economical, will tend higher than 
during periods prosperity. think would like, may, 
Chairman, emphasize one point that was touched twice 
think this morning but which bears emphasis from somewhat 
different angle; and that this---I was tempted start off 
saying that this moment October 20, 1958, not 
need State College San Mateo County. question 
future need, But the question securing the site for that 
not just question buying now because cheaper, 
because when you talk about couple hundred acres more 
land single site properly located---if you would have come 
this County ten years ago and asked the Planning 
Commission list possible sites, sure Mrs. Eskin would 
have given you possibilities. Most those are 
longer possibilities; and the State California comes here 
ten years from now and wants 200 acres, will not only have 
pay more, might even find impossible properly locate 
Now that experience have constantly run 
through our local level. Not only such State agencies 

the State Department Education, but have heard the 
floor both houses, too, have criticized school districts 
frequently for not purchasing ahead time. This the case 
where the "Doctor should take some his own prescription, 
think, There seems little question that there will 
period when State College needed this County just from 
the standpoint population density, reasonable economics 


operation and all the rest those things. can argue 
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whether 1965, 1970 1980 that are talking about, 
but there argument---number one, land will far more 
expensive; number two, the kind site that you are looking for 
may out the window. Our office just few weeks ago was 
approached individual who was authorized represent 
another State agency looking for 1200 acres this spot. There 
was only one possibility this County, and that was out the 
There were more feasible areas. Shortly the 

same thing will true for the sort site needed for State 
College. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Any other questions? Thank you very 
much, this time, before call the next witnes, would 
like recognize Dr. Holy, University California. 
just here observer, but would like have you stand 


up, Glad have you with Our next witness will 


Arthur Browne, Specialist Higher Education, California 
State Department Education. 

MR. BROWNE: Mr. Chairman and members the Committee. 
Education the State Department Education and member 


the Joint Staff. was asked Dr. Vasche present today, 


primarily observer learn much could about the 


feeling the local community groups and others who are 
testifying. have not written the report House Resolution 
No. 202 yet, but are gathering data rapiuly 


and sure that when this study finished (and must 


g 


finished the next Legislature) that, course, will know 
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much more about the situation than present. The only 
policies, which know of, that have been written are contained 
here the "Need for Additional Centers" study and which has 
been approved the State Board and the Board Regents 
determining policy these questions. There also letter 
which think requests some this information the 
"Additional Centers" study written Dr. Simpson March 11, 
1957, the Assembly Ways and Means Committee outlining some 
the principles. feel, personally, that with the information 
that have gathered here and the other sources which are 
using that will able probe deeply into this situation. 
sure that everything will considered. There are other 


representatives here from the various State Colleges, but 


Burford joins from the State 


Specialist State College Planning. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Mr. Browne, did understand you 
correctly saying that the Department doing review 
the situation San Mateo County connection with House 
Resolution 202? 

BROWNE: Yes, are commencing it. the way, 
have only been position less than four months, 
comparatively unfamiliar with it; but understand it, the 
Department commencing it. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Would Mr. Burford any more 
familiar with than you are? 

BROWNE: doubt it. should let Mr. Burford speak 


for himself that, however. 
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ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Well, you know, Mr. Burford, whether 
not they have actually started the re-evaluation this 
situation are they contemplating 

BURFORD: terms this Resolution, not know 
whether they have not. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: your understanding they will, 
however, have that evaluation completed some time January, 
that right? 

MR. BURFORD: 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: How long have you been with the 
Department, Mr. Burford? 

MR. BURFORD: have been with the Department Education 
about ten years. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you. Are there any other 
questions? 

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Chairman, perhaps far the 
Committee goes, think might interesting Mr. Browne 
could tell the method the Department going use make 
this study which required House Resolution No. 
you are not going into the communities, how you gather this 
information---what process you use? 

MR. BROWNE: camot give you that 
information because haven't been long enough 
evolve clear-cut method. Mr. Holy, colleague from the 
University California, has been working this, too; and 
certain that together, will evolve method and 


attempt find some answers. But unprepared say 
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that the moment. 

MR, MARSHALL: May ask another question then? What 
the attitude the present time the State Department 
Education relative State College for San Mateo County? 

MR. BROWNE: The only attitude with which familiar 
the policy stated the Centers" study. 

MARSHALL: Now, far you know, since that 
study has been made, the Department has not changed its 
viewpoint---that San Mateo should not have State College? 

BROWNE: Well, know additional viewpoints 
other than this. 

MR. MARSHALL: think, Mr. Chairman, that for the 
record should point out that the Department was invited 
here today give their views State College for San 
Mateo and how they felt about it. This was the bulk the 
reason that Mr. Browne and Mr. Burford were sent Dr. Vasche, 
give the Department's views the present time and 
attempt explain the basic consideration for making their 
report the Legislature required House Resolution 202. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Evidently, from our report their 
views were those that were expressed here, wouldn't you 
say? 

MR. MARSHALL: Evidently, although understanding 
that they had perhaps changed their views somewhat from this 
study because many factors that were not taken into 
consideration this report which think was pointed out 
this morning the people from San Mateo County. 
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CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: certain that want hear 
all these factors and that they will taken into account. 

course, the people San Mateo are interested what you 
are doing about them; and the Interim Committee also 
interested. just wonder Mr. Burford would have anything 
further add and would like come the same time this 
gentleman here. you have any additional information? 

MR. BURFORD: might make just this statement, that 
responsible the Department Education for the construction 
facilities after somebody determines that are going have 
State College and has purchased site for that State College. 
Then responsibilities begin. Naturally, would have very 
little with study this kind. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Who going make this study 
the part the Department Education? 

MR. BROWNE: will assist the members the Joint Staff, 
which includes Dr. Holy. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: You are going have this completed 
January for the Legislative session? 

MR. BROWNE: There lies problem; there are other studies 
too that must done then. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, why you wait long 
before you get started? 

MR. BROWNE: cannot answer that completely because 
have only been office little less than four months. 


ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, what have you been doing 


for the four months? 
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MR. BROWNE: Well, course, there Departmental 
business and, say, there are other studies, House 
Resolution 282 and Senate Resolution have required some 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Mr, Chairman, seems like every 
time have one the Interim Committee hearings, ask for 
the views the Department Education, and cannot get any 
information. They come and listen; they come observe; they 
not come participate. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Mr. Anderson, you suppose that 
someone tells them not make any comments? that what you 
are at? 

draw any conclusions, but makes one wonder, 

ASSEMBLYMAN CUSANOVICH: not believe that study 
this kind could made two months. These people San Mateo 
have been working for several years, apparently. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: have been working since 
way before 1957, Mr. Cusanovich. The resolution has been in, 
and they certainly can read. sure that. When they 
are looking for increase salaries, etc., that are always 
before the Legislature, they are there every time for that. 

have asked for clarification facts and figures, and 
defy anybody, because know our girls from the University 
Women have studied this thing and have tried bring up, 
and they have taken good deal their time---better than 
two years, and have been doing day and day out 


constantly try bring these figures date. defy 
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anybody your Department bring them four months. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Well, Browne, have been 
having lot testimony here today that seems pretty 
reliable. Have you been taking any notes that you can 
utilize some this information help you? 

BROWNE: have. That essentially why 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: Will you accept these statistics 
will you develop some your own? will you check them--- 
how are you going work this problem? 

MR. BROWNE: think will have look all the 
statistics. have Department Finance statistics, which 
are given us, and then there have been some excellent 
statistics given here. sure that will have look 
into all these find out which are valid and reliable. 

MR. MARSHALL: have one more question. 
understanding that the study that you are going make the 
State Department going the same study the Liaison 
Committee charged make? other words, seems me, 


this Resolution, have three studies; one the 


Liaison Committee the State Board Education and the 


University California, another the Department 


Education, and another the Assembly Interim Committee. 
Now, think you inferred earlier that your study was for 


the Liaison Committee. 


MR. BROWNE: Correct. Our study will through the 


Liaison Committee. 


Bs, 
| 
| 
: 


MR. MARSHALL: Then, who making the study for the 
Department Education? 

MR. BROWNE: believe that will the same study. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Any other questions? again want 
reiterate that certainly not pleased with the information 
that are getting from the State Department Education, and 
all possible, and sure is, will try and see 
that get the information that are after the next 
hearing. Thank you very 

would like call Dr. Glenn Dumke from San Francisco 
State College who with today. believe that Dr. Dumke 
would like answer any questions since does not have 
prepared statement. 

DR. DUMKE: Well, have one two things might say 
the outset. When was heard that State College was 
contemplated for San Mateo, immediately contacted Mr. Britschgi 
and evidenced him willingness cooperate every 
possible way. course, duty see what effect this 
new institution would have San Francisco State College. 
have had Mr. Britschgi and some his constituents our 
campus, and have assigned research man, Dr. Arthur Hall, 
who with today, look into this problem and develop 
some data how feel the development this institution 
would affect us. would like say the outset that our 
goals are exactly the same. are trying develop the 
best public higher educational system California that 
possibly can. Obviously, adequate funds are available, 
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unreservedly favor new State College here, wherever 
else seems called for. funds are not available, and 
this only reservation and contacts with the Department 
Finance indicate that there are going few problems 
this regard, then would like make two brief points. 
One technical nature and has with the timing 
the construction new institutions the Bay Area. 
you know, there are two other State Colleges contemplated, one 
Alameda and one somewhere the North Bay This 
would San Francisco State's enrollment such 
that any two these, all three these, would 
would start operation within the next few years, would 
find that for period years, six eight ten 
the long run, for the long run there are going enough 
customers for everybody---but for period years, San Francisco 

State College might well find that its facilities would not 

Now considering have $30,000,000 the 
taxpayers, with annual budget more than $6,000,000, this 
something that feel you Legislators might want 
second point equally brief, and has 


not with statistics all but with the philosophy 


public higher education the think that, again, 
funds are available, let's roll our sleeves and 


ahead with holds barred. funds are going limited, 


then think the Legislature has right its lap two 


alternatives, can either decide develop public higher 
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educational system which will serve numbers---which will have 
large number institutions, one which will fully 
implemented, one which will have the great faculty that 
each one institution would like see develop--- 
but which will serve inadequate, mediocre fashion. Or, 
can decide implement lesser number institutions 
the fullest extent and make each one these institutions 
the kind nationally important higher educational institution 
that know you and both want see the State California. 
This alternative that know you have considered, and which 
know you will consider. not applying this problem 
specifically San Mateo. just think that whenever new 
college contemplated, and include the University this, 
too, think that whenever new University contemplated, the 
Legislators this State have their duty look this 
alternative, this set alternatives. The question for the 
parents San Mateo this, would they rather have their 
children walk mediocre institution drive miles, 
reside magnificent institution with great faculty and 
tremendous academic reputation. These are points. 
not against State College for San Mateo County, have 
the funds develop such institution. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: some the problems might 
face that have not discussed here all---in taking into 
consideration what you and already know and think good 
many people here, wit; that have passed already the 


legislation which will permit the acquiring the site for 
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the four Counties the north San Francisco---the legislation 


which will provide for the acquiring and developing the site 


Alameda County, and now, course, the present study for San 
Mateo Peninsula. that framework, would you tell just 
exactly what are the problems in, for instance, faculty 
acquisition the present time facing these institutions which 
are already the boards and that are going have provide 
for. 

DR. DUMKE: You have opened one favorite subjects. 
you will look the national statistics, you will find that 
nation-wide basis the four-year degree-granting institutions 
have less than half their faculties today with the doctoral 
degrees, far less than half. The prediction that 
institutions continue increase, they have been increasing 
the last few years, period about decade, the number 
Ph.D.'s equivalent college faculties for four-year degree- 
granting institutions, over this country will decline less 
than 20%. Now State Colleges California, have today 
managed stay far above this national average. have got 
stay above this national average even though recognize 
that the doctoral degree not the only criteria great 


teacher, but one good indication good preparation. 


must stay above this national average, and can say, 
one who made five trips back East implement own faculty 
last year, and starting out this year the same job, the 
shortage people being trained for college faculties 
this country the major educational crisis that this nation 
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facing today. very important that cannot get the 
average citizen realize it. This real crisis, and the 
general quality college education this country bound 
decrease unless can answer it. The building more 
institutions without parallel application financial support, 
and addition financial support, really enthusiastic 
assistance other ways the upgrading the academic 
profession going leave hole that we, nation, 
are going find hard get out of. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: How many students you take care 
your institution the present time? 

DR. DUMKE: have little over 11,000 this semester. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: What your present budget for the 
year? 

DR. DUMKE: Our budget for this next year going 
roughly seven million dollars. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Now, you have any idea about the 
breakdown the students that are coming within the City 
San Francisco, County San Francisco and other places? 

DR. DUMKE: have the 1957 statistics. 1957 
enrolled 901 new regular freshmen, full-time students. 
these, 42.7% came from San Francisco, 22.4% from Alameda, 10.8% 
from San Mateo, and 11.3% from Contra Costa, Marin, Sonoma, Napa, 
Lake and Mendocino Counties. have been increasing year 
year and semester semester our enrollment San Mateo 
students. One the points wanted make Mr. Britschgi 


last year when invited him our campus was that felt sure 
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that San Francisco State College could more service San 
Mateo citizens than had been the past. are devoting 
every effort seeing that. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Then would true that the 
college which have now provided for Alameda, which seems 
the first one that will making inroad your enrollments--- 
that would take out the 22.4%. Could your statistics indicate 
there whether not you have increasing number from San 
Francisco itself? 

DR. DUMKE: Well, brought statistician you 
have any specific statistical answers you would like, would 
prefer refer you him. But can say this, our figures 
agree with the report the Chairman your Citizens Committee 
this morning, that the population San Francisco itself 
probably going remain rather stable. This the root, you 
see, our 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: That what trying get to, 
because rather would suspect from just casual observation 
San Francisco that you are pretty well reaching stability 
picture, and think should matter our concern, too, 
where that leaves you develop around what our timing 


will that. 
DR. DUMKE: That was sole point coming today. 


CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: you feel that your increase 
students from San Mateo County caused the crowded 


condition San Jose? 


DR. DUMKE: Well, begin with, have been very 
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puzzled that San Jose has consistently, over the years attracted 
more San Mateo students than San Francisco, and have tried 
look into this problem. think largely matter folklore 
and habit, because the distance, the traffic and the commuting 
conditions certainly are not any worse going north than they are 
going south. think that devoting deliberate efforts toward 
this, can interest more San Mateo students coming north; 

have certainly been trying it. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: have two questions, Dr. Dumke, 
First, this suggestion the philosophy are following, 
San Francisco State, what kind trend are in, which way 
are heading? 

DR. DUMKE: Being due appear before the Department 
Finance tomorrow morning 9:00 and having worked over their 
preliminary budget recommendations, very much afraid that 
the trend and the tendency toward the sacrifice quality 
for the sake numbers. Now, this certainly not matter 
policy the State Department Education. This not 
what aiming all, but view the shortage 
funds, this what find ourselves bang against. 
give you two examples---we are trying get 
for faculty salaries. have got get more support for 
faculty salaries because are competition with the 
greatest educational institutions this country, and our 
problem growth here much greater than their problems 


are. talking not about 3%, 84; talking 
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about really sizeable recognition the importance this 
profession. cannot seem: get too far that. are 
working it, but last year, you know, circumstances prevented 
it. One other specific example which there are many---we are 
trying get some funds for lectureships. think that one 
the great influences higher educational institution 
get people intellectual ferment, bring them great 
minds that the institution will center thought, 
speculation great issues. have San Francisco State 
exactly one-sixth the amount for institution 11,000 students, 
that had former institution which had 1,300. The State 
Department Finance has recommended against further implementation 
this fund. This just one specific example. could 
all afternoon, and not saying this criticism the 
State Department Finance---they are doing their job, and 
they are doing just exactly would doing 
were their shoes. But there shortage dollars; and 
when there shortage dollars, you have decide 
alternatives; and this seems the way the alternatives 
are heading. 

ASSEMBLYMAN ANDERSON: second Tormey 


emphasized the necessity acquiring site now, college 


built the site some time the future. How you 


feel about this relation San Francisco? 


DR. DUMKE: think there question about the fact 
that the State California develops all are sure 


that will, that the future there very probably will have 
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additional educational facilities this area. Knowing 
our own problems site, are limited acreage, would say 
that certainly some consideration must given this even 
you might decide delay the actual building the institution. 
Again say not even advocating that---I bringing 
one two reservations which think should 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Let clarify your first statement 
own mind, and think perhaps for some the other people. 
When are talking about the alternatives that are before us, 
are talking about situation which the Department Finance 
has convinced perhaps least you people, and they will probably 
try convince us, and maybe successfully so, too, that there 
only "X" number dollars. Now can one two things with 
number dollars. can meet the demands that the present 
educational institutions are making increase their 
quality can spread those dollars out make more facilities 
which will decrease our quality but give more quantity---space 
for students. that what you mean? 

DR. DUMKE: That exactly correct. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: And out those "X" number dollars 
have got doone those two things? 


DR. DUMKE: That right, and the decision yours. 


ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Thank you. 


CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Mr. Britschgi 
ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: would like direct few 
questions Dr. Dumke because are vitally interested 


San Francisco State, and would say more than San Jose 
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State. Actually, feel that are part San Francisco 
rather than going down south, and think that you agree with 
that, Doctor. point this---how many acres you have 
your present campus? 

DR. DUMKE: Ninety-three. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: And what are your projections 
beyond that? 

DR. DUMKE: Well, are hemmed in. have absolutely 
possibility annexing any more land because are surrounded 
Metropolitan Life Insurance developments, property, golf 
course which impossible touch, and freeway. what 
mature that you will certainly consider not less than 250 
because are forced now the point projecting multi- 
story parking garage which going force parking fees 
level that afraid our people just cannot afford pay. 
This problem with right now. 

ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: That exactly the point that 
trying bring out. are all interested San Francisco 
State. want see survive, but after all, still have 
look the educational facilities San Mateo County; and 
would the last here San Mateo County 
the chances San Francisco State. want make this 
statement you gentlemen the Committee. think you 
should apprised this. the last year, working with 
the University Women which there are about half dozen 


them here today, and they will substantiate what 
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going tell you---we have had the close cooperation Dr. 
Dumke, and appreciate it. had meeting, and think 
that memory serves right---it was just about year ago 
October San Jose State, request, with Dr. Wahlquist 
asking for the possibility location branch San 
Jose State our particular area. After discussing the matter 
great length---this remark came from Dr. Wahlquist (and 
quote him, and think that the girls who were with will 
substantiate it). said that was being paid (and want 
you understand this) the President San Jose State, 
operating San Jose State where and not being paid take 
headaches State College Branch San Mateo County. 

Now that what the us, naturally immediately 
turned our attentions call Dr. Dumke; and received the 
warmest welcome that could possibly have received. Our 
association with Dr. Dumke and San Mateo County have been just 
top-flight. have absolutely quarrel with him, have 
tried help them, have tried send students San 
Francisco State and will continue send students San 
Francisco State possibly can it. Dr. Dumke's remarks 
just moment ago bring out the fact that they have acre 


campus. Inevitably they have already---and read the 


paper week ago, Dr. Dumke's statement that they have reached 
the saturation point. Something going have done. 
agree that are going have limit here higher 


education, something going have done for San 


Francisco State because they have reached their capacity. 
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think that with those remarks that San Mateo County should 
stirred more ask the Department Education acquire 
site here that the years come---we are not talking 
about five years from now, are not talking about 1956. Just 
bring you back little further, 1957 asked Alameda 
locate site for State College, and has gotten into such 
political football that they cannot even agree where put 
the site. Two years have gone right this stage. Now, 
can have the Department locate site this area, would 
say that about ten years from now, will ready build 
State College San Mateo County; and sure that Dr. 
Dumke still San Francisco State, will happy have 
build college San Mateo County. again want make 
this public record that have had full cooperation from 
the Education Committee, will back you anything that 
can for you. want you know that, and want the 
Committee know that there animosity here all; but 
going down San Jose State different story, believe me. 
DR. DUMKE: Well, thank you, Mr. Britschgi. Could 
make this one comment about our future projections for the 
record. have been allocated for this next year about 
8,000 full-time equivalent students which will mean about 
12,000 individuals; and over the next decade the plans are 
that will increase our enrollment about 10,000 full- 
time equivalent which will mean about 14,000 15,000 
individual students. This will our saturation point 


that level. 
-85- 


q 
3 
3 
3 
i 
2 
3 
3 
} 
q 
F 
| 
{ 
= 
q 


CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any other questions? 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: that something that the 
work college level might comparison with A.D.A. 
the elementary level? this one the things got for 
being with the Department Education?. 

DR. DUMKE: Well, think this one the things 
have working through the Department Finance because obviously 
far more accurate figure your real institutional load 
basis group people, all whom are taking the same 
number units, than the basis individuals who might 
one case taking three, nine, twelve fifteen. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: can appreciate your using that 
figure for financial reasons, but what worried about is, 
are they using those figures for course evaluation? 

DR. DUMKE: not sure understand your question. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: mean, evaluating course and 
whether not should given---do you that the basis 
F.T.E.? 

DR. DUMKE: No, evaluate course the basis its 
tenets, and the people that course might well taking only 
that one course. fact, our increased sizeably 
San Francisco State through the large number students 
have, that is, students taking six units less. This 
one our problems because the majority the State Colleges 
not have large quantities limited students. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any other questions? 


not, thank you very much, Doctor; your testimony has been very 
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helpful. Now have the next witness, Mr. Jordan from the 
Legislative Budget Committee. 

JORDAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members the 
Committee. pleasure here this afternoon. was 
invited come down and give views representing the Legislative 
Budget Committee and the Legislative Analyst's Office. Anything 
say this afternoon not throw cold water the proposal 

here because has great merit, but present objectively 
can some the considerations that think should mentioned. 
hope that they will all taken that light. great deal 
the financial aspects and the relationship between this area and 
San Francisco were covered Dr. Dumke and came some 
the questioning. However, will attempt not cover the same 
ground but fill with some the materials think are 

far competition for funds concerned, and are, 

think everyone agrees, faced with this financial problem 
the coming legislative session---a deficit two hundred million 
dollars this time. There real competition for the available 


funds for higher education and for all education. might 
interesting the Committee review very briefly, that our 
two billion dollar budget, today 40% goes for education. When 


look back just eight years ago when the budget was one billion 


dollars, 34% went for education. education not slipping 
either dollar-wise percentage-wise. far the State 
Colleges are concerned, for that same period 1950 compared with 


1958, 1950, some sixteen million went the operation 
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State Today fifty million toward the operation 
state Colleges, the State Colleges are not slipping either. 
They are actually gaining growth dollars and percentage-wise. 
The next consideration, think, again the relationship between 
the University, the State Colleges and the junior colleges. How 
much does cost the State California from their regular tax 
resources and the local district's contribution the case the 
junior colleges? costs the State California some $1,518 per 
year educate student the University compared with 
average figure from the State Colleges $861 per student per year. 
Those figures are for support. Compare also the figure the 
junior colleges. The figure there $474 per year. 

the State's contribution this case $122 the 
neighborhood 25% 26% the figure with large portion, 
approximately 60% being picked the local district there, 

this case $285. The balance, some 14% picked other 
sources and small contribution the Federal Government. 
the other hand, education both the University student and the 
State College Student---these figures gave are roughly 70% 
coming from the State resources---so think very 
appropriate that one the criteria set down this "Additional 
Centers" ‘study. that has been quoted this morning and this 


afternoon the fact that there should real contribution 


the junior colleges from the local district, real 
contribution, before State Colleges come the University 


comes into the area. Now, that not say that San Mateo 


has not done their part because they have junior college 
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System here. However, was listed one the eight areas 
which needed additional junior college facilities the report 
the Legislature 1957. The testimony this morning shows 
that some this will brought date, but whether not 
brought the full area before consideration should 
given State College remains determined the analysis 
just what the contribution will be. that regard, also, 
might mention that looking the principal apportionment for 
this 1957-1958 year, the San Mateo District has contributed 
$987,000 district money, San Francisco some $4,300,000, San 
Jose $659,000 district contribution, Contra Costa County with two 
junior college districtshas district contributions 
Alameda County with one $1,900,000. that one consideration, 
believe, that should made before any State College 
determined for any area. Now know that from actual past 
experiences that has not always worked out this way. 

ideal situation, and member the Legislative 
Analyst's staff, this the way feel should be; but 
has not always been the case. think that the foundation 

our program. The costs are much, much less this level, 


and think that there great deal said about where 


are going put that available money, are going 


get the most for our dollar, these cost per unit figures 


would show. have all these additional commitments 


for the four State Colleges which have all been 


primary importance, course, this whole area what 


happens Alameda, and some extent also, the effect 
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North Bay State College the Marin, Napa, Solano and Sonoma 

area because they will all account for re-shifting the available 
enrollment, and affect both San Jose State and San Francisco State. 
another indication how Alameda, for example, may affect San 
Francisco, whether will relieve not, have some 
statistics which are apprently taken from the same source 

Dr. Dumke's. have put them together little differently, which 
shows 30% the San Francisco entering freshmen the 1957 class 
came from Alameda and Contra Costa Counties combined. There will 
definite effect, course, when State College 
Alameda, this 30%. interesting, incidentally, that 
same regard look the actual figures show how many come 
from out County, far San Francisco concerned. There 
were 868 entering freshmen that class. From San Francisco 
itself there were 385. The two that quoted, Alameda and Contra 
Costa, there were 202 from Alameda and from Contra Costa, 

Also, there were 17% the San Jose entering freshmen who came 
from these same two Counties, Alameda and Contra Costa. that 
will, turn, affect both these colleges when new one goes 
in. turn, when one goes the north area, some those 
may possibly relieve San Francisco some extent also. this 
shifting situation, and all this should taken into 


the statistics that were presented this 


morning, seems that important consider these 
differences actual groupings population, rather than 
just County lines. think that appropriate that since 


San Mateo long, narrow County that those around the 
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Daly City area were removed from the figure and some added down 
below. course, although good get the true value 
the figures far centers population are concerned, 
makes that much more difficult get the figures and 
evaluate them because figures are collected that way. 
whether not these figures 263.5 and are proper ratios, 
and this 20% you pulled from another County---whether not these 
are true figures, course, debatable. think that one 
thing that, when the Liaison Committee goes into this study, they 
will have present figures both cases have some explanation 
the difference between County line figures and centers 
population The report recognizes and states its 
preface that one the criteria should that placed 
the center population. recognizes that factor, but 
difficult deal with, what would like say. think 
also that there are other factors that should taken into. 
consideration. Certainly, one the big missing factors what 
the University California plans this area. 
decision can made either State College level the 
appropriateness the junior college contribution until 

fill the whole picture. mean, composite picture, 
and must composite picture higher education 


have any coordination. that the big missing hole, and 
until both consideration the Santa Clara area for new 
campus---and the extent the development the 
Extension Center this area, which important factor 


that has considered this shortage dollars time. 
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has been stated, had enough money, would easy 

problem make these considerations; but the competition, not 
only against these areas here, but the areas the south, 

and not only the areas the south, but the competition between 
the higher education dollar and the public school education dollar, 
etc.---so easy say that site money will double, triple, 

quadruple five years, ten years, twenty years; but what the 
answer it? had that money and could put aside and 


sit it, would easily proven that this would wise 


investment. But, that the meantime means denying somebody 
any education keeping some patients out mental hospitals, 
that are desperate straits---why that another question, 


and the whole picture composite picture. The dormitory 


program, think, has not been mentioned. think that 
another part the composite picture that have look at. 
should give quick flexibility this other 
words, take the student the college the college 
the student? This fits with Dr. Dumke's suggestion that 
want the institutions that have eminent and make 


every effort bring the students them around recognized 


center. Obviously, the larger the plant, the lower the cost 
per student; and that very easily borne out merely looking 


the cost per student figures the State Colleges. 


range almost without deviation from $1,400 the small ones, 
the Humboldt, Chico and Kellogg-Voorhiesdown somewhere 
between $700 and $750 Long and Los Angeles and some 


the other large ones. That reasonable. That what 
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you would expect because with the cost per F.T.E. between six 
and eight thousand dollars initial capital outlay, not 
counting site acquisition, 3,000 college would cost 
then, using $7,000, $21,000,000 right off the bat; and 3,000 
pretty small college and could not have half the course offerings, 
especially with the tremendous increases the equipment that 
required these scientific curriculums that are coming up. That 
another program that you gentlemen the Legislature will 
faced with when you see some the State College budgets that 
are coming the near future are just getting into 
them now, and there are some real headaches because the budget 
has spread over either few F.T.E. great number 
The point that was getting is, that addition 
the instructional factor, there the cost factor creating 
larger institutions and bringing the people them. That 
some the thought the dormitory program. Again, speciali- 
zation another area. can give theoretically better 
course offering the scientific field, have more 
expensive equipment for use. that part this, 
too. 

mention has been made the teacher shortage 
State Colleges, still our primary source state teachers for 
the public schools. some areas this has been carried out 
more extensively than others, but general about 50% are 
teacher training. great deal has been said the past 
about the shortage teachers and thus magnifying the need 


for teacher training institutions such are dealing with 
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here today. Actually, just last year was estimated that for 
1958-1959 there would nine ten thousand shortage teachers 
and that projected into the future, there would some 3,300 
shortage teachers 1970. These figures are being revised 
the present time the Department Education, and they 
have taken into account those coming back into the profession 
for which criticized them the last analysis. Some people 
with graduate work and then come back and eventually get 
into teaching. Some people, particularly women who have 
subsequently married, come back into the profession. some 
recognition this should taken into consideration, which 
they have done this present study. That, plus the increase 
emphasis teacher education has lowered the current shortage 
some 5,400; and anticipated that continuous basis 
that the shortage should work itself out, supply and demand-wise 
agree disagree with this; but any rate, appears that 
with these other factors taken into consideration and the 
increased emphasis---there actually less emphasis the 
teacher shortage factor. believe that all have 
not think that any conclusion can made until the facts 
are from the Liaison Committee's study. think 
important receive this information, and can 
any further service the Committee, would very happy. 
CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much, Mr. Jordan. 
Are there any questions? not, appreciate your being 


here. Now, before call Assemblyman Britschgi, just 
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wonder there anyone else the group who would like 
testify? Will you please state your name. 

MRS. MacDONALD: Mrs. Thomas Procter 
the Citizens Committee. was head the Education 
Committee, and did work for three years studying the need 
for college Mateo. There still seems some confusion 
about this 20% Santa Clara County graduates used the table, 
Now; according our orange book, estimating projected 
enrollment, you use 20% all adjacent counties. That the 
way they generally plan it, and only used Santa Clara County 
because the orange book, they said that San Jose was 
crowded and needed relief. did not use San Francisco County 
all because nothing was said about relief San Francisco 
County college being Alameda County. 


the 20% that you normally use, did not use for that area. 


says that putting new college community rarely 


affects too greatly the enrollment existing colleges because 
taps new source student enrollment. With only one-half 
our upper 10% students going college---this very 
important for us, and must consider that 
educate the ones, like Dr. Dumke says, that need, mean, 
give them the very best. order provide teachers and 
provide the other people that need trained, are going 

have provide democracy education for all those who 
are able profit college education. Certainly, this 


kind State, should able find the money somewhere 
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provide for these children. Then, there was one other thing. 


were just informed that should not consider State College 
here until find out whether the University California 
going put branch. Well, Alameda has just received State 
College, and also has University California its County. 
will have 1970 larger student body than Alameda County 
think that 1970 not very far away. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Are there any questions that anyone 
would like ask? 

MRS. MacDONALD: There was another thing. 
think that many things this study have outgrown, but 
6,000 was considered the maximum two years ago for State 
College when this study was written. Now, according the 
paper, San Jose 14,000 and San Francisco 11,000, and have 
thousands here. 

CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you very much for the 
additional information. seems like all these things--- 
after they have been discussed length, all boils down 
where are going get the dollar. 


ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Mr. Chairman, wonder 


could- have Mr. Jordan come back for one more question. 


think might help. 
CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Mr. Jordan 


ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: One question, Mr. Jordan. 
not think want delay too long, but would you give 


the effect Proposition that the ballot relation 
State Colleges? have not touched that phase yet. 
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think that should have the record. 

MR, JORDAN: That the two hundred million dollar bond 
issue with one hundred and sixty million for State Colleges. 
just where this total came from and how 
appropriated, afraid not have the information 
how will divided. Well, this has the one hundred and 
sixty-three for State Colleges. think you are interested 
the disposition that amount. This does not any further 
than that, and afraid not have that information 
hand just how proposed that that distributed. 

ASSEMBLYMAN HANNA: Wasn't that augment the five-year 
program that found ran out money on? still need 
puild for this tremendous population increase that overtook our 
projection some years back. 

MR. JORDAN: That correct. augmenting the 
program that already have; were out funds for the 
projection the whole building program. The same thing 
true the other two hundred million the school bonds, 
augments that fund. But the distribution this 
has been determined this point. matter-of priorities 


existing State Colleges and how these new ones fit into 


the have not actually seen distribution this 


one hundred sixty million. 
CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you. there anyone else 


who would like speak? not, will hear from Assemblyman 
Britschgi this time. 
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ASSEMBLYMAN BRITSCHGI: Well, Mr. Chairman, getting 
rather late, and know that some you have plane commitments; 
but would very remiss duties did not have this 
the record that the University Women, while they are not 
allowed appear representative that particular 
organization, think that certain names should put here 
helping this particular program that other areas seeking 
information State College locations could contact them and 
get this information from them. would like have the names 
Mrs. Thomas MacDonald, who just spoke; Mrs. Egon 
Strandberg; Mrs. Max Kuehn; Mrs. Frederick Howard 
Gallaway, and Mrs. Kaster the want take just 
moment thanking the members that organization for their 
tremendous job which they have done They have been 
tremendous help this particular program. sure 
that when the Committee goes over the entire facts that have 
been laid before you today, the University Women here can 
given most the credit for what has been done, 

What tried today was try bring you 
gentlemen date what happening San Mateo County 
and what going happen the years 1970 and 


from then on. are looking forward here San Mateo County--- 


that one the reasons why are growing fast. 
Consequently, ask you take our information, tear 


apart, over piece piece; and think you will find 


that San Mateo County are just justified, not 


politically but factually, line with the various 


q 


other Counties. want leave this information with you show 
you that San Mateo County the one the top the heap, and 
brings out very clearly. think that today San Mateo 
County have presented you some very factual information. 
Our high school graduates are growing and growing. Our problem 
is, what are going with them? You have heard Dr. Dumke 
that has full house. were all playing poker and 
had full houses, would fine and dandy. But, are not 
playing poker; are handling the lives our children San 
Mateo County; and ask that you study this information. 
sure that when the report written your Committee, Mr. 
Sedgwick, you will give San Mateo County favorable consideration. 
would like thank all you for being here, and would 
like thank all the people who have appeared here because 
know that something good has come out this particular meeting 
today. are not having State College tomorrow. matter 
fact, would not know what you said, 
State College are not ready for are 
looking the future. thank you very much, Mr, Sedgwick. 
CHAIRMAN SEDGWICK: Thank you, Assemblyman Britschgi. 


would: like make one more announcement. anyone has not 


Signed one the registration forms that they could receive 


copy this hearing, they will so, will see that 
one mailed you. would like express sincere 
appreciation and the appreciation the Committee for all 
the data and information that you have presented this 


Committee today. sure that will very helpful 
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this Committee trying solve some the State College 
problems when get back into session 1959. There certainly 
are lot and would have trouble all 
solving them had the dollars that Mr. Jordan was talking 
about. have difficulty stretching them sometimes, 

but certainly know the needs and understand your needs here 
San Mateo County. think that your planning for the 
future, you will find 1970 you will probably have more people 
San Mateo County than you have predicted this time. 
also want thank you for your hospitality. The day has been 


very enjoyable. Thank you very 
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POPULATION SAN MATEO COUNTY 
PRESENT AND PROJECTED 


San Mateo County has enjoyed tremendous growth since 
1950 and all projections indicate that this growth will 
continue over the forseeable future until the end this century. 


The increase population from 235,000 1950 
400,000 1958 --- increase over 70%, has been approxi- 
mately twice the percentage increase the entire State 
The County has grown during the last five years 
the rate approximately 20,000 people year---400 people 


week, 


With more land being made available for housing and 
industry, expected that the population the County will 
around 500,000 1960 and 690,000 1970. 


SAN MATEO COUNTY 
POPULATION GROWTH* 


575,000 


San Mateo County Master Plan 
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APPENDIX 


GRADUATES FROM PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS 
MATEO COUNTY, 1950-1970* 


1951 1,4 

1952 1,51 

1953 1,591 
1954 1,835 
1955 2,161 
1956 2,300 
195 2,700 
195 3,100 
1959 3,400 
1960 
1961 
1962 
1963 5,200 
1964 6,700 
1965 6,900 
1966 
196 
1969 8,900 
1970 9,400 
1971 10,100 


From PROJECTED ENROLLMENT CALIFORNIA'S SCHOOLS 
1956-1970, California State Department 
Budget Division, Financial Research Section, 


July, 1956 


GRADUATES FROM PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS 
SAN MATEO COUNTY, 


1962 
1963 
1964 9,255 
1965 
1966 11,218 
1967 12, 346 
196 13,170 
1969 
1970 14,875 


From the office the San Mateo County 
Superintendent Schools 
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APPENDIX 


TABLE 


PROJECTION TOTAL FALL REGULAR ENROLLMENT CLASS LEVEL 1970 
POSSIBLE STATE COLLEGE SAN MATEO 


Figure 
YEAR FRESHMEN SOPHOMORE JUNIOR SENIOR GRADUATE TOTAL 

1167 1254 
1452 1400 1129 
1612 1742 508 
1640 1934 1568 567 8,088 
1784 1968 1741 705 9,255 
2293 2141 1771 10,127 
2354 2751 1927 11,218 
2720 3060 2543 1124 
2792 3264 2754 1144 13,950 
3020 3350 2938 1239 
923 
994 1108 
1240 1193 997 
1374 1488 1074 
1412 1649 1339 480 6,929 
153 1694 1484 603 
195 1844 1525 668 
1993 2345 1660 686 
2152 2392 2111 10,452 
2280 2153 950 11,086 
2341 2736 2324 1009 11,751 
2506 2809 1046 12,432 


The Figure Projection includes the figures computed Appendix 
Grade Progression Ratios developed Table STUDY. 
figure Projection includes the figures computed Appendix 
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APPENDIX 


ESTABLISHMENT PRIORITY. FOR SAN MATEO COUNTY 


order that San Mateo County's eligibility for four-year 
college can compared with other areas respectfully request that 
the following statistics added Study the Need for Additional 
Centers Public Higher Education California" prepared for the 
Liaison Committee the California State Board Education and the 
Regents the University 


Table #10 Page (We request that the following San Mateo County figures 
inserted proper sequence 


PRIORITY FOR POSSIBLE NEW STATE COLLEGES 


Study and Rate Freshman 1970-71 Projected Annual 
Counties included per 1000 High Estimated Full-Time equiv. 
School grad. total Freshman Regular Students 
County 
Base Rate Modified 1965-66 1970-71 
for elig. 
San Mateo County 265 263 10,000 14,600 
Other 


This addition will place San Mateo County immediately under Alameda County 
eligibility according 1965 projections and will top all other areas 
1970 projections, 


PRIORITY FOR POSSIBLE NEW STATE COLLEGES 


Table #21 Page 106 (We request that the following San Mateo County figures 


inserted proper sequence 


Projected Annual Full-time Equivalents 
Regular 


1965 1970 
10,000 


This addition will place San Mateo County immediately under Alameda County 
eligibility according 1965 projections and will top all other areas 
1970 projections. 


call your attention footnote under this chart which states 
"ADEQUATE JUNIOR COLLEGE facilities will precede 
additional state college 
facilities" 
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The addition these figures this study conclusively indicates that 
San Mateo County better qualified than most areas the State 
California for consideration the location four-year college. 


Existing facilities San Francisco, Santa Clara County and existing and 


bond issue which will provide with two new campus sites the near 


Study Junior College needs that district. application presently 


Table #45 Page 158 (We request that the following San Mateo County 


SUMMARY AREAS STUDIED FOR POSSIBLE NEW STATE COLLEGES 
SHOWING 1965 AND 1970 PROJECTIONS FALL REGULAR STUDENTS, 
ANNUAL FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS (FTE) REGULAR STUDENTS, 

AND FALL FULL-TIME ENROLLMENTS. 


Area Study Fall Regular Fall Full- 
Projections time equivalents. time Enrollment 

regular students Projections 

1965 1970 1965 1970 1965 1970 
San Mateo County 10,127 14,875 14,527 9,326 13,698 


addition will place San Mateo County immediately under Alameda County 
eligibility according 1965 projections and will top all other areas 
1970 projections, 


planned facilities Alameda County will taxed beyond all reasonable 
enrollment projections with the future estimated population growth the 
San Francisco Bay Area and will relief the immediate and future 


need for higher education San Mateo County. 


San Mateo County has well qualified for consideration care its 
immediate junior college needs the passing this year $6,000,000 


future. Sequoia High School district has appointed citizens group 
file with the State Department Education for this facility. 
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